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From this issue you will be

getting a bigger and {(hopefully)
better Socialist Review. We had
found it very difficult to develop

the sort of wide-ranging coverage

we wanted in 32 pages. The
result has been a rather
crammed magazine, To
overcome these problems we
are switching to 44 pages.

Unfortunately an increase in the
magazine has o mean a rise in
its price. We hope that readers
will find that they will be getting
value {or money,

The present issue is a double
July / Aupust number, Qur next
issue will appear in September.
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Africa

In the last decades of the nineteenth century Africa
was torn off its historical course and dragged into
the world capitalist system as rival European

powers carved their colonial empires out of the |

continent. The ensuing ‘Scramble for Africa’
formed part of the build up to the first wvnrld war,

Today a new Scramble for
Africa appears to be unfolding.
The rival powers competing for
demination of the continent are
not, however, European—
instead they are the twe super-
powers, the United States and
the Soviet Union.

Since the Angolan war In
1975-6 a number of African
crises have led 1o growing
military and peolitical involve-
ment by Russia and her allies,
especially Cuba and East Ger-
many. Each incident -Angola,
the Ethicopia-Somalia war, the
invasion of Zaire in Mavy— has
led to a hue and cry in
Washington and other Western
capitals concerning the Soviet
threat m Africa. The Carter
administration, after an effort
to appear neutral in Ethiopia
and Zare, appears now to be
moving towards a policy of
conirontation,

In their attacks on the
Russians and the Cubans,
Carter, Callaghan, Schmidt,

Giscard and Comake great play
of the slogan ‘Africa tor the
Africans’ and c¢laim that the
recent crises are African
problems which should be left
to Africans to settle,

But in reality Africun’™s main
problem 15 the continued
economic and political domina-
tion of the continent by Western
capitalism_ Despite the transfer
of political independence n
the wvast majority of African
countries in the 1950s and 1960s
Africa i1s tightly integrated into
a world economy dominated by
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US soldiers praciise

the UUS, Western Furope and
Japan.

As the accompanying graph
shows, a number of African
states—in particular, South
Africa, Rhodesia, Zambia and
Zaire, remain crucidl sources of
minerals vital to the Western

economy and military
manchine. Centra!l and
southern  Africa  are  still

donmnated by the vast complex
of mines and mining companies
built up during the colonial era.
Even where the mines have
formally been natonalised, as
in Zambia, service and manage-
ment ¢ontracts give Western
mining companies a
strangichold over the country’s
ecOnoOmy.

Moreover, by far the biggest
econcmic and military power in
Africa is apartheild South
Atrica. Their industrial and
military muscle gives South
Africa’s white rulers power
which stretches far beyond their
borders, of course. closely
bound up in the apartheid
economy are the massive in-
vestments of British, American
and West  European mul-

The new scramble
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- Russian soldiers exercise

tinaticnals.

The result 15 that, as the
Letter from Mozambigque
this issue shows, even where an
African government comes to
power which 1s genuinely com-
mitted to building socialism it
runs up against the constraints

imposed by the fact its writ runs

- only in one small component

part of an world and regional
gconomy dominated by
Western capitalism.

Africa’s current problems are
even more closely hinked to 1is
economic subordination to the
West. The present crisis in
southern and central Africa
arises from the convergence of
two factors,

The first is the new situation
created in the white-ruled south
after the fall of the Portuguese .
dictatorship on 25 Apn! 1974,
The overthrow of the Caetano
regime, itself a result of the
colonial wars in  Portugal's
African empirc, led to the
liqguidation of that empire.

The coming to power 1n
Angola, Mozambigue and
Guina-Bissau of radical Afnican
nationalist movements shook
the white power structure in the
rest of southern Africa. The
downfall of the settler regimes
in Wamibia and Rhodesia (Zim-
babwe) became only a matter of
time. And in South Africa itself
the victories of the Angolanand
Mozambican treedom fighters




encouraged the black youth of

Soweto and the other townships
to brave the bullets and hippos
(armoured personnel carriers)
of the apartheid regime.

The crisis of the white
regimes was accompamed and
exacerbated by a second
factor—-the political and
economicdisintegratiion of their
most important  black-ruled
neighbours, Zambia and Zaire.
These two countries are almost
completely dependent on one
export commodity, copper. The
onset of the world recession in
1973-74 led 10 a drastic fall in
the price of copper. to the point

golese  National  Liberation
Front (FNLC) might be the
government in Kinshasa today.

Broadly similar factors ex-
plain the crisis n the north-
eastern Horn of Africa. Therein
early 1974 the combination of
an intolerably reactionary, cor-
rupt and repressive feudal
regime, rural famime and infla-
tion in the towns unlgashed a
mass moevement of workers,
soldiers, peasants and soldiers
in Fthiopia,

The military regime headed
by Mengistu Haile Marnam
which came to power on the
back of this movement has

- Sﬁ@ X

where the mines in both coun- || sought to balance between the Famu’y prepararmm* in white Zimbﬂbwe Mobutu G
tries are running at a loss. aspirations of the masses (es- -
Other factors—imported In- pecially the better-off peasants) o
flation largely produced the {| and the goal of preserving the \._<_
quadrupling of the o1l price, the integrity of the Ethwopian state, o
corruption of the black ruling even at the price of suppressing ———r
class the closure of ane of their the national movements in N

main routes for the sea. the
Benguela railway as a result of
the Angolan war—served to
drive Zambia and Zaire to the
verge of bankruptcy and
political collapse. The central
banks of both countries have
been taken over by IMF teams
with instructions to 1mplement
ausierity programmes,

It should be clear that the
cause of this crisis lies not
Africa, but 1 the general
recession that the world
economy has been pgoing
through since 1973, The West
cannot even wash its hands of
the ‘local® problem of
corruption— President Mobutu
of Zaire, through whose hands
ong third of the country's
income is alleged to pass, was
putinto power, and oncein kept
there, by the Americans.

The result has been drastical-
ly to reduce the stability of the
region. At the height on the
Angolan war in February 1976
the Kaunda regime in Zambia
declared a state of emergency
and forced through an austerity
budget whose aim was to drive
down the living standards of
urban workers. And if it had
been left to his starving people
and unpaid, ragged soldiers to
save Mobutu during the -
vasions of Shaba in March 1977
and May this year, the Con-

Eritrea, the Ogaden and other
provinces. This contradictory
position has driven the Derg
(Junta) into alliance with
Russia.

Again, the Ethiopian crisis is
not a purely African problem.
The old autocracy of Hatlie
Selassie was one of America’s
closest aliies in Africa. And
famine 15 no lenger a *natural’
phenomenon in a world where a
US Secretary of Agriculture
could declare that food is a toal
of Amencan foreign pobey and
where North American grain is
heoarded i1n vast wvats oOr
destroved to keep the price up.

These different elements—
the weakening of the white
regimes in the south since 1974,
the effect of world recession on
African economies, the crisis of
the corrupt and repressive black
governments in ‘independent’
Africa—have combined to un-
dermine the Western hold on
the continent.

It is in this context that the
Russian intervention in Africa
has to be seen. Itis a response to
and an attempt toexploit a crisis
which arose independently
from Western capital’'s con-
tinued economic and political
domination aver Africa.

Thus, to take one example,
the first large-scale intervention
by the Russians and Cubans
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Zambia’s copperbelt rail link built by the C hmese to Tanzagnia

Raw Materials Stockpiled by US Government

Platinum-
Chromium Manganease Cobalt palladium Copper

LS needs imported, % 100 100 100 100 27
World producers, % Russia 28 S. Africa 36, Zaire 67 Russia 47 Us 26
S. Africa 19 Russia 19 Zambia g S. Africa 46 Canada 14
Albania 10 Brazl 10 Canada 8 Canada 6 Chile 12
Fhilippines 9 (Gabon 9 Morocco 6 Zambia 12
Rhodesia 8 India 7 Zaire 8
Australia B Peru 4

Source: study by Charles River Associates for US Commerce Department (aluminium bauxite and oil excluded)




was in support of the Popular
Movement for the Liberation of
Angola in 1975-76, when a
Western-backed alliance of
South Africa, Zaire and two
right-wing Angolan
movements, Unita and FNLA,
sought to destroy MPLA.

A recent book by the CIA
agent responsible for Angola at
the time produces evidence that
the US intervention against
MPLA considerably preceded
the first consighiment of Rus-
sian aid and Cuban adwvisers to
MPLA. The book also argues
that were it not for the
American attempt to destroy
MPLA, the Russians and
Cubans would never have
become involved in Angola,
since without outside interven-
tion MPLA would have easily
| overcome its Angolan rivals. In
other words, American 1n-
tervention to defend Western
interests in Angola gave the
Russians their opening in
Afnca.

Moreover, the crude thesis
argued by ‘People’s’ China and
its Western followers that
i Soviet ‘'social impenalism’is the
main threat to African in-
dependence does not stand up
to serious ¢xamination.
Russia’s ecotiomic needs do not
fit the traditional model of an
imperialist power seeking raw
materials and cheap labour in
Africa. The USSR possesses
vast natural resources which
largely duplicate those to be
found in Afnica. It has cheap
(and underemploved) labour in
plentiful supply.

What the Russian economy
requires is access to the Western

capital and technology
necessary to develop these
resources and increase the

productivity of labour, especial-
ly in the crisis-strigken
agricultural sector. Hence the
pursuit of detente with the West
by the Soviet bureaucracy.

The motivation behind
Brezhnev and Co’s involvement
in Africa is a simple political
calculation. They hope to be
able to influence the present
crisis - Africa so that s
outeome is the emergence of a
string of (fairly) leftwing
nationalist regimes aligned to
Moscow. This would serve as
some compensation for the
maror gains made by the US nt
the Arab world over the last few
vears as well as mhibiting the
West’'s access to crucial raw
mater:al and nvestment out-
lets.

A MPLA style regime 1n
South Africa would un-
unguestionably be an improve-
ment on the apartheld svstem.
Where genuine national libera-

tion movements, whatever their
links to Moscow, come mto
conflict with Western capital
and its allies in Africa, then it is
the duty of socialists in coun-
tries like Britain to support the
former.

However, we should harbour
no illusion about the nature of
the regimes Brezhnev is back-
ing. Since the abortive ‘leftist’
putsed in Luanda in May 1977
the Angolan government has
moved against the bases of
working-class organisation In
the capital, dismantling the
poder pover (people’s power)
network of street and
workplace committees, and
‘reorganising’ the trade unions.
The ruling Derg in Ethiopia has
condiucted a war of extreruna-
tion against the Eritrean
national movement and
slaughtered trade unlonists and
revolutionaries in urban centres
like Addis Ababa.

Moreover, the Soviet in-
tervention 1n Africa 15 not
withobt its  contradictions.
Cuban soldiers have been
fighting Moscow’s wats  in
Africa. This situation arose for
various reasons—in particular
the standing of the Castro
regime¢ in the Third World
thanks to the 1958 revolution.
The Cubans nitially threw
themselves into their African
adventure with great
enthusiasm.

However, there are signs that
Castro is now having second
thoughts. Russian and Cuban
support ¢nabled the Derg to
repel the Somalian invasion of
south-eastern FEthiopia.
Menpistu has now turned his
attention on ~ the Eritrean
national hiberation movement
in the north of the country. But
the prospect of collaboration in
the attempt to crush the
Eritreans 15 a considerabie
embarrassment to the Cubans.
The Eritrean national move-
ment was widespread support
especially in the Arab world.
Moreover, it is not so long ago
that Castro was providing
Eritrean freedom fighters with
military suppott. The result is a
growing rift between the Cuban
regime and the Derp.

The Russians, however, con-
tinue 1o support Mengistu.
Similarly, the report that there
are now 11 Sowviet generuls in
Angola, if true., suggests a
growing commitment by the
Eastern bloc to exploiting the
crisis 1 southern and central
Africa. Again, this comes at a
time when Castro appears to be
trying to take a lower profile.

Motivated no doubt by the
desire to end the American

1 abheration News Servics

which has driven the island into
complete dependence on
Moscow, Casiro made a special
effort to disassociate himself
from the invasion of Shaba
(interestingly, the foreign
relations committee of the US
Senate found the ClA's
evidence backing Carter’s claim
that Cuba had been behind the
INvasion unconvincing),

The American response to
the African crisis has become
much more aggressive since the
Shaba affair. In general, there
have been two elements to US
policy in Africa since Carter
took office mn fanuary 1977

The first has been an
ideological and political offen-
sive whose objective has been to
present the UUS as a force for
African liberation, Carter and
his ambassador te the UN,
Andrew Young. have argueed
that the most effective way of
eliminating apartheid in South
Africa 18 through the influence
of the American multitationals.
Capitalism and racialism are
fundamentally  incornpatible,
they seem to argae. And indeed
the Vorster regime in Scuth
Africa has come under far
greater pressure from Carter
and Young to make concessions
to the black resistance in
Namibia and South Africa itself
than was true of past US ad-
ministrations.

The motivation for this
strategy seems n part to have
been an attempt to restore
America’s image in Africa after
the battering it suffered since
the Vietnam war. At the same
time, Independent African
states, and especially ou-rich
Nigera, have acquired 4 much
greater economic sigmficance
for Western capital in the past
few wears. At the same time,
notential investors have been
scared away from South Africa
by the combined economic and
political crisis it has been
experiencing since 1976,

It 1s therefore very important
for the US to placate countries
ltke Nigeria by taking a firmer
stand against apartheid
(glthough the Western bloc
continues to refuse to
countenance an  €conomic
boycott of South Adfrica).

The other aspect of American

pelicy In Africa is that of direct
intervention—primarily
through the CIA. This
traditional weapon, used haghly
etfective in the Congo {(now
Zaire}inthe early 1960s, hasnot
been in prominent use since the
Angolan debacle. Carter has
preferred to use
intermedianes—Moroccan
troops during the first Shaba
crists, French and Belman
paratroops in the second one,
Iranian and Saudi Arabian aid
to Somaha during the war with
Ethiopia.

However, there are signs that
Carnter 1s trying to persuade
Congress to relax the restric-
tions on intervention in Angola
imposed 1 1975, using the
Shaban crisis as a justification,
It may be that elements within
the administration who wish to
see a much tougher line adopted
towards Moscow are 1n the
ascendant (the nature of the
interests backing this hne 1s
indicated by Fred Hall 1o his
articte on the arms race.)
Zbignicw Brezezinskl, Carter's
national secunity adviser, who
recently paid highly publicised
visit to the cold warriors in
Peking, is said to be the chief
hard-liner.

The African crisis will not
abate. The Western efforts to
end the guerilla wars In
Zimbabwe and Namibia have
failed. Russian and Cuban
advisors are reported to he with
the liberation forges in both
these countries. Two years after
the Soweto uprising, there is no
sign that Vorster has successful-
ly pacified South Africa’s
townships.

South Africa remains key of
the African revolution. 1ts
economic  pre-eminence  in
Africa 15 matched by the ex-
istence of a large black urban
working class forced mnto
irreconcilable opposition to the
ruling class by the apartheid
system. A successful workers’
revolution in South Afrnica
would not only shatter Western
capital’'s hold over the
continuent—it would provide
the surest guarantee of genune
liberation for Afnca’s workers
and peasants, independent of
both Washington and Moscow.
Alex Caflinicos

gconomic blockade of Cuba,




. are met, Including total amnes-
Cty: the legahsation of all
peliical  parties; a  radical
i statute of autonomyv for Eu-
: skadi; and the replicement of
the existing police and military
by security forces responsible to
an autonomous Basque govern-
ment.

of Basque natiomalism. A
counter-picket was atiacked by
the fascists, some armed with
gurs. E! Pgis estimated that
about sixty shots were fired at
buildings and passers-by by
roving carloads of fascists.
The potlice finally intervened

Basque’ orgamsations. Two,
HASI (People’s Revolutionary
Socialist  Party) and LAIA
(Patriotic Workers’
Revolutionary Party) are still
illegal, consider themselves to
be revolutionary socialists and
support the present ETA cam-

paign.

a bomb set off in a nuclear
power statlon.

Many on the far left believe
that the creation of a genuinely
autonomous Basque govern-
ment would provide them with
great opportunities. Some even
arguc that revolutionaries

ETA hope through their || with teargas and rubber The most important Abert- || shouid participate in such a
military campaign to provoke || bullets—-to defend one of the [| zale group, however, isthe EIA || government to exploit these
more police repression, winning || cars from local people. (Party for the Basque Revolu- || opportunities.
them further support and for- Although some armed fascists " tion). Formed from the bulk of However, the  Basque

cing some of the main Basgque
parties 1nto negotiations with
them. They continue to receive
considerable support (although
much iess than under Franco).

In part, this support is due to
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were eventually arrested, many
FN members were not detained
because, according to the
police, they had licences for
their guns.

the old ETA they accept that the
political situation has changed
since Franco’s death. They
therefore reject the armed
struggle at present and aimn for
greater far left unmity.

Unlike the other Abertzales,
the EIA have significant sup-
port among working-class
youth and work with left-wing
organisations based throughout
the Spanish state, not just in the
Basque country. In last year’s
general elections they stood in

|

national struggle cannot serve °

as a short-cut to socalism. The
economic importance of Eu-
skadi, its integration in Spanish
capitalism and the relative
strength of the left make a
peaceful, purely ‘democratic’
break with the rest of the state in
Spain unlikely, The naticnal
sclf-determination of the Bas-
que peopie will be won only
through a struggle for workers’
power. Doug Andrews and
Mary Reid.
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Spain skadi, the PSGE (Spanish the Eus:ﬁ{adikﬂ Eskerra (Basque 3
Workers Socialist Party) and || Left) with the revolutionary Ay,
thg PNV (Basque Nationalist MC (Communist Movement) —
Party}, tail-ended by the locally || and independents, winning =
No Short CUt weak Communist Party, hope [| per cent of the Basque Vote, |— (_j_'l
_ to reach a gradual development ii They have a deputy and a |— (U
| The situation in Euskadi (the Basque country) || o Besdue natonal dghts by Y senator in the central parlia- | ==
continues to be at the centre of the p“htmﬂl arena regionalist central government, The EIA's programme bears | =———
Last October ETA (Basque Predictably, this has brought strong similarittes to  the R
Homeland and Freedom) the complete ineffectiveness of few results. Many people, positions of the far left, whichis | =—=—=—
launched their latest campaign || the Basque General Council set therefore, especially in the two || relatively strong in Euskad: [———
directed at the police, various {| up by the central governmenta || most ‘Basque’ provinces || The EIA calls for a statute of |[=—_—_—
industrial installations and || few months ago. The con- || {Guipuzcoa and Vizcaya) look |{ genuine Basque autonomy, |——i==
leading people n the ad- it cessions promised to Euskadi to the many radical alternatives. J| which it recognises wili be won | — =
ministration. There have been, ji are less than those Scotland The third political force after || only through mass struggles —
in the course of this campaign, cnjoys already! the PSOE and PNV are parties || whose social content will go m_
over 100 armed attacks, 25 Moreover, the Spanish Arm- known as the Abertzales, the || farther than the national ques-
deaths {mostly of Civii Guards §} ed Police and Civil Guard ‘Basque patriots’. They fightfor || tion. —
but also of five ETA members) continue to play the brutal role complete independence, not Both the EIA and the far left, Q)
and around 50 wounded. aliotted them by Franco. just autonemy, for the whole of || while recognising that the | Nz
ETA's strategy is based on Physical attacks, often with the Euskadi, including the Basque || current ETA campaign has its | (/%
the assumption that nothinghas § connivance of fascist groups, areas in France. Most also || source in the reactionary and | 5 -
changed since Frarwe's death: are still made (particularly in claim to be fighting for a repressive policics of the central e
| the regime remains fascist {| Pamplona). The chief targets of || socialist state. government, condemn it for the
. despite the moves towards {| these attacks are the far left and Four of these parties are || opportunities it gives the state
parliamentary democracy. The || radical nationalists, grouped together in the Herri || to attack the left as a whole.
military struggle will therefore Recently the fascist Fuerza || Barasuna (Popular Unityy and || Moreover, ETA's tactics lead to
continue until certain demands | Nueva staged a railly in San refuse to work with °‘non- || incidents like that in which two
Sebastian, the strongest centre ordinary workers were killed by

With apologies: this table was omitted last issue from Richard Hyman’s article on the British Labour

Movement since 1968. 1t should be read with the fourth paragraph of that article. However the table is
of interest on 1ts own.

Trade LIntons TUC Affiliation Recorded Stoppages Registered Average Retail Price

N _ 000) N Strike-Days Unemployment Earnings Index

umber ?;:;belﬂf:ﬂgﬁg} Uinions  Members (000) umber (00 July T Annual %e [ncrease
1968 583 10151 2302 155 RETS 2Y78 4650 2.2 G 5.9
19469 5h2 10470 2505 150 9402 3116 H84H 2.2 E.4d 4.8
1970 5400 11178 2741 id2 100002 390G 10980 2.4 13.6 7.9
1971 522 11126 2782 132 o805 2228 13551 3.3 B9 g1
1972 504 11351 2905 126 10001 2497 23509 1.6 15.6 7.7
1973 513 11447 IG0S 109 10022 2873 7197 2.4 12.9 L6
1974 501 11755 ilie L1i 10364 2022 14750 2.5 24,2 19,1
19°7% 461 12017 3425 113 11036 2282 6012 4.2 193 25,0
1976 462 12376 3560 115 11516 2016 3284 5.1 1.7 15.1
1977 Nol available 2627 Q9RS 6.8 10.5 12,1
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Shaking up the regime

For just under nine months now
the regime in Iran has had to
face the most widespread and
determined campaign against it
for fifteen vears. In city after
city, town after town and In
demonstrations both large and
small, tens of thousands of
Iranians have found that after
all these years the will to fight is
gtill there. Yes 1t is true hun-
dreds have died or been injured
in the course of these nine
menths but so brutalising has
been the Shah's rule been these
last twenty five vears that
people scem almost inured to
news of any fresh attrocities.
The Shah seems to be loosing
his power to frighten people.

What is news i1s that Iran’s
rulers are for the first time n all
these years unsure, probably
divided amoungst themselves,
each blaming the other—
officials are being sacked for
being too kment and for being
too harsh with demonstrators.
Some of the hand-picked cour-
tiers ot the parlament even went
so far as to suggest n a
resolution that killing
demonstrators in their home
town was not alright, This may
not seem radical but in Iran
anyone to the left of Thatcher
faces the possibility of prison
and the torture chamber.

The question that comes to
mind is what has brought oil
rich Iran with its heavily and
expensively equiped army, its
thousands of American ‘ex-
perts’ and its apparently, if his
own claims are to be believed,
allseeing Shah to such a posi-
tion? Further what sort of
movement 1s it that 1s growing
up and finally is there the
¢hance of real change rather
than just a face hift for the
dictatorship?

The wealth trap

When il prices shot up n
1974 o1l income for Iran
quadrupled almost overnight.
The pockets of the ruling class
were buliging with unspent
petrodollars. However 1974
was a bad time to be rich, they
kept telling us, high rates of
inflation could soon wipe out
money unless it was made to
work-—that 1s employed in
making more money. The
problem for Irans rich was that
the sort of economic set up they

had promoted within the coun-
try gave them no avenue
thraough which these huge sums
could be channelled and yield a
high retuen,

In Iran most serious invest-
ment has been by the state and
needs subsidies to keep runntng
at all so even though the
government is willing to sell
there are no takers. Private
investment 1s busimess. Only the
last category had any real
potential but whats the good of
expanding production when
there isn’t an export marketora
domestic one?

So the hot money did what is
usually does-it went into
property speculation {(at home
and abroad), hoarding of any
commodity that you could geta

et¢.... The affect of this total
waste of wealth was devasating-
prices went almost out of
control-inflation hit near 40%
rents consumed on average
34 of earnings, cheap foods went
off the market, industnal
production began to fall back
against ‘construction®—the
speculators hobby. No serious
investment in industry  or
agnculture could give the
returns being got by the quick
turnover, buy and sell, import-
export merchants.

As a result many middle class
people, in particular the small
traders, lost out heavily. to the
big operators. The bazaar, once
the centre of urban life, has been
in decline for several years now-
and with it would go all the

monopoly on, fringe banking " petty-producers and the host of

The Shah

i

framians in London
denronsirate against the
repressive regime. They dare
not allow themselfves ta be
idertified,

middlemen, associated with
them-the last three years has
seenn that process accelerate
considerably. This has provided
the religious opposition with its
mairn supporters.

What sort of Move-

ment?

Evervthing 1s being done by
the Shah's propagandists to
paint the mass opposition as
both Islamic and Marxist-that

|

is a way of trying to frighten the
new and important professional
groups away from such a
movement by sayving that i
threatens everything they want-
both their *morals’ and their
‘corrupticons’

The truth 15 that at the
moment the leading rtole 1n
calling for protests against the
regime, against police brutality
is being taken by certain key
religious figures. The reason for
this is two-fold-firstly because
of their positions they are
relatively protected from arrest
etc... and obvicusly the clergy
have a sort of naticnal netwotk
out of the hands of the secret
police, secondly the weakness of
the left makes the clergy appear
great.

What is the source of this
critical weakness in the Iranian
left?-—it is that for years they
have carried out strategies that
amount to votes of no con-
fidence in the working class. No
one has ever seriously argued
that the workers of lran should
struggle for power, for their
own dictatorship. Each round
of workers struggles isapplaud-
ed as ‘more heroism'—lttle
concern is expressed for the
material forces at work.

Yet the concentration of he
current struggles in the urban
areas, in and around sorne of
the major 1industrial
developments means that such
questions can no longer be left
to fate. The petit bourgeois basc
of the religious and nationalist
groups 15 quite clear what 15 not
is whether the left are any better
off. Unless there 1s started very
sopon a group who place
organising in fhe revolutionary
class, the working class as their
absolute priority the effective
leadership wi!l remams in the
hands of the religious and or the
wishy washy CP—the Tudech
Party.

One good piece of news on
this is that one of the two armed
groups seems to be on the point
of abandoning its pguerilla
strategy for reasons very similar
to those above. No one can
doubt the intentipns of the
comrades in the gueriila groups
or their heroism-but it must
now be obvious for all to see
that in a period of mass upsurge

they are marginahsed both
oractically 1 they cannot
fend the movement and

politically ie they cannot lead 1t
either.

The longer the current {ur- |

moil continues the wider the
rifts in  lranian soclety
become—this will make
organising ¢asier for a period-
lets hope its used effectively.—
Ahmad Darvish

.
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Italy

The last few wecks have seen the

: ¢limax to a long political battle

which has been going on for
over a vear. It i3 an interesting
story, not least for the light 1t

| sheds on the present role of the
- Communist

Party (PCI) 1n
Italian society.

In 1977, in the wake of the
successful referendum on
divoree, the tiny Radical Party
{four members of Parliament)
decided to launch a campaign
for eight more referenda. The
Radicals are a highly active
deomcratic pressure group, not
anli-capitahst, but determined
fighters on civil liberties,
democratic rights and the con-
servation of the environment.
They are the Friends of the
Earth, the NCCL, and the
Young Liberals all rolled nto
one,

The referenda the Radicals
proposed were wide-ranging
and attacked some of the worst
parts of Italian legislation - the
penal code, which dated back to
fascist times, the Concordat
between church and state
(Mussolini’s masterpiece of
1929}, the laws on public order,
on mental hoames, on the finan-

cing of political parties, and so-

on,

Throughout last summer the
Radicals set up their stalls in all
the piazzas of the main ltalian
cities, and urged people to sign
i support of the referenda.
They needed 700,000 signatures
for the referenda to go ahead,

The only consistent help they
reccived was from Lotta Con-
tinga. AO and PDUP, to their
shame, decided at first not to
mobilise their militants and
only joined the Radicals’ cam-
paign in its last two weeks.

As for the Commumsts, they
denounced the Radicals for
trying to bypass parilament, in
spite of the fact that in the last
thirty years neither Com-
munists nor Socialists have
launched any major struggle in
parliament for the repeal of the
laws In  qQuestion.  Indeed
Togliatti had agreed in 1947 as
part of a package deal with the
Christian Democrats, to allow
the church-state Coencordat to
become part of the republican
consititution.

The Radicals got their 700,-
000 signatures and thus put the
major political parties mn an

Red In the face

:;

exquisitely embarrassing posi-
tion. How on earth were they to
stop the referenda from upset-
ting the parliamentary apple
cart? At stake was the carefully
worked out system of com-
promises between Communists,

Christian Democrats and
Socialists,
The Communists were

furious with the Radicals for
disturbing their plans to get into
the government. L'Unita, their
newspaper, denounced the
referenda on the grounds that
they could only lead to confu-
siom. The Itallan people,
according to the Communists,
was just not capable of voting
on eight different questions at
once. They would do much
hetter to leave such thingsto the
‘due processes of parliament’.

Then. to cries of rehef all
round, the solution was found.
Bourgeois law came up with one
of those sleights-of-hand which
connoisseurs of such things
have come to lowe and ap-
preciate. In a ruling which
called to mind the House of
l.ords suddeniy leiting the
dockers out of priseon when
things were getting too hot, the
Italian supreme court decided
that all the most mportant
referendawere  “un-
constitutional’ and  would
therefore not take place.

[t was a cruel blow to the
Radicals and reveaied the
weakness of thewr pohtical
position, based as it is on the
refusal to admit the class nature
of Italian soclety and s in-
stitutions.

None the less two referenda
were left—on the public order
law and on the financing of
political parties by the state.
The ‘legge Reale’ on public
order dates from 1975. In it
wider powers are given to the
police to shoot on sight and
then be protected by the law in
the event of ‘a mistake’,

More than 200 people have

lost their Lives in thas way sitice )

the law came into force. The
latest of them was a petty thief
at Jesolo who was surprised by
a hotel owner while attempting
to steal car radios. The hotel
owner shot a number of pistol
rounds into the air to attract
attention. The police, arriving
on the scene, thought the thief
was shooting at them and

] Commmunists
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therefore shot him in the neck as
he ran away. He was unarmed.

The public order law also
gives the police the right o
detain for 48 hours anyone they
think is about to commit a
crime, and denies bail to those
accused of political offences. In
addition it contains a number of
measures designed to curtail
neo-iascist activity.

The law on the financing of
political parties was introduced
in 1974 at a time when the press
was full of scandals concerning
the way in which the Christian
Democrats obtained funds. It
was intended to clean up public
life by assuring the political
parties an annual income from
the Treasury in direct relation
to their strength in parliament.

The campaign on the referen-
da was short, sharp and heavily
weighted one way. The Chrs-
tian Democrats and all the
minor bourgeois parties were
obviously against the repeal of
both laws. But so too were the
and Sccialists,
thought the Socialists allowed
their members a free choice,

The Communists had actual-
ly voted ggainst the public order
law in 1975 but had changed
their mind since. As the self-
appointed guardians of law and
order they now argued that a
repeal of the law would leave a
dangerous gap, that a better law
was on its way through parlia-
ment, and that a vote in favour
of repeal was a vote for the neo-
fascists. In fact the new public
order law under discussion in
parliament does very littie to
alter the more barbarous sec-
tions of the old law.

Those against repeal {ie a
‘NO’" vote in Italy’s referendum
system) were thus some 9 per
cent of the forces represented in
parliament. Thoseinfavourofa
‘YES' vote were the Radicals,

the revolutionary left, and the
neo-fascists (for very specific
reasons of their own).

True to their great commit-
ment to democracy and fair
play, the major political parties,
including the Communists,
proceeded 1o allot two-thirds of
all television time to the ‘NO
platform, 1c themselves. The
secretary of the Radical party
began a hunger strike in protest,
but to no avail.

Communist propaganda
throughout the campaign was
quite extraordinarily virulent.
The PCI leaders showed a
capacity for calumny and out-
right lying which they must
have learned in their Stalinist

youth. The Radicals became !
‘radical-fascists’ because both

Radicals and fascists, for very
different reasons, had tried to
obstruct in parhiament the new
public order law which the
major parties wanted to push
through to avoid the referen-
dum. The PCI conveniently
forgot to mention that when the
Communists were in the op-
position they had frequently

analysis



found themselves voting,
through no fault of their own,
. on the same side as the fascists.

The Radicals’ obstructionism
in parliament, a time-honoured
tactic used by the PCIL in the
1950s became, in the words of
Rerlinguer, ‘an insidious attack
on the democratic system’
L'Unita went as far as to
describe the Radicals’ actions as
‘objectively subversive’ and
invited its readers to vote for
*democracy for the security of
all citizens, against the sabotage
of Parliament.’

The impression given in all
the Communist press was that
the Radicals were the fellow
travellers of the fascists, and
only one stelp away from being
supporters of the Red Brigades,
Poor Radicals! And all they had
wanted to do was to fight for a
little more democracy tn Italy!

The Chnstian [Democrats

The Arms Race

The numbers game

The ‘massive Soviet mihnary
huild-up’ in Europe has become
a favourite theme of ‘detence’
experts in this country. and
indeed in NATQO countries
generally.

The Warsaw Pact contries
have, it 1s argued, an immense
and fastgrowing superionty in
conventional (e, non-nuclear)
| forees over their MNATO op-
ponents. Sooner or later, the
argument goes. this superiority
wil! be used to force
Washington 1o choose between
accepting Soviet dominance 1o
central and western Europe or
! resorting to an all-out nuclear
exchange (ie, mutual annihilia-
t1on}.

Hence the ‘necessuty’ 1o ex-
pand NATO conventional
forces, to deploy more tactical
nuclear weapons and, in the
more extreme versions, to
develon the neutron missile as a
first-strike weapon to offset the
overwhelming Russian tank
sSuperiority.

So effective  has this
propaganda been that the
USSR negotiators at the long-
rupning  Mutual  Balanced
Force Reduction talks have
accepled, in principle, the aim
of 2 common numenical celling
(900,000 men apicce) for NATO
and Warsaw Pact forces in

central Europe, o
At present there is (ndeed a

huge Warsaw Pact concentra-
tion of force in central and
northern Europe. According to
the . Mifitary Bafance [977-78

1!

and Communists were in for a
rude shock when the results
came out on 13 June, Although
the NO votes won 1n both
referenda, they were nowhere
near the 90 per ¢cent they shouid
have been.

On the financing of the
parties no less than 44 per cent
of the electorate voted YES to
the repeal of the taw, This was
clearly a massive protest vote
against using public money to
finance parties which in the last
two years have dome nothing
towards solving the grave
nroblems of the country and
imstead have frittered away their
time n endless parhamentary
rminnets.

But the most sigmiicant vote,
though numerically less strik-
ing, was that on the pubhc order
law. Over 23 per cent of the
electorate voted YES to the

was particularly strong in the
South. L’Uniia tried to explain
the vote away by saying that the
fascists and the mafia of Sicily
and Calabria were its main
constituent element.

But the YES voic was un-
iform all over the South, not
just in strong neo-fascist areas
but in all the large cities as well.
Even more important, in the
working-class belts of the great
industrial cities of the north,
one 1 four electors voted YES
to the repeal of the legge Reale.
Even a Communist stronghold
like Seste San Giovanni In
Milan had 22.7 per cent YES
yoies.

At a time when the law and
order brigade is having a field
day after the murder of Moro,
and when all the major pohitical
parties said¢ vote NO, this 1s a
very extraordinary and hopeful

repeal of the law. The YES vote | result. Paul Richards.

(International Instieute for
Strategic Studies) 45 Russian
divisions plus 25 Eastern Euro-
pean divisions are deployed
against 27 NATQ divisions.
The tank strengths are given

as 13,500 USSR plus 7,000
other Warsaw Pact against
7,000 NATO.

Of course, the IISS is a
tainted source {indeed, aff the
sources are tainted) and the
Brtish Defence White Paper
(1977} gives the substantially
lower tigure of 9,500 for *Sowiet

1 tanks allotted to the Warsaw

Pact”. The figures for all the
weapon categories can be great-
ly expanded or contracted
according to what is inciuded in
the definitions and what is not.
All the same there can be no
reasonable doubt that the Rus-
sian tank superiority in
numbers is very great.

Sumuarly, with other conven-
ticnal weapon categories there
1s, In terms of numbers alone, a
varying but substantial Warsaw
Pact superiority. Significantly,
it 15 least with respect to first-
class military aircraft {2,300
USSR, 1,700 other Warsaw
Pact, 2,350 NATO acecordingto
the IISS).

The figures, however. arc
proefoundly musleading. The
picture of a mass of Russian
armour poised ready to sweep
across Germany 1s a phantasy
and the ‘experts’ who conjure it
up are well aware that it is a
phantasy.

The fact is that NATO has

now a huge superiority n
tactical nuclear weapons—
7000 deployed in advanced
stores, enough to vapourise the
entire Warsaw Pact concentra-
tion and a large part of Europe
along with 1t!

Moreover, even 1f these are
disregarded—and  current
NATO military doctrine, which
places great ermphasis on the use
of tactical nuclear weapons.
makes this an unrealistic
assumption—the NATO forces
have decisive qgualitative
superiority in  most major
weapons categories. There 1s no
better illustration of this thanin
th very example most often
cited by the NATO
propagandists—armaour.

Of the 16,000 to 20,000
Warsaw Pact tanks deploved,
hetweenn 1,500 to 2,000 are
T64/72s. These tanks are
broadly equivalent to the pre-
sent generation of NATO battle
tans (Mé0, Leopard 1, AMX30,
Chieftain).

They are certainly mfetior to
the mew NATO generation now
appearing. particularly the Ger-
man Leopard 11, the world
leader, of which 1,800 have just
been ordered for the
Bundeswehr. The Russian new
generation T80 15 not  yel
reaching the units.

Then what are the other
14 000 to 18,000 or s0 Warsaw
Pact tanks? Apart from the
PT76 light amphihious tank {in
service since 1955), there are
still considerable pumbers of

T34 /555 in service, particularly
in the east Eurcpean armies.
This tank 18 a development of
the famous T34 {which first saw
action in 19411} and is, by any
reckoning, obsolete and useless
against any first-class oppo- |
nent.

But the core of the Warsaw
Pact strength 1s provided by the
T62. Several hundred of these
were captured by the Istach
army from Egyptian and Syrian
units in 1973 and specimens in
more or less working order were
handed over to various NATO
powers for evaluation tests.

A detailed survey of the
results ( Arms arid Weapons 4l)
shows that in every respect but
one (frontal armour protection)
it is markedly inferor to the
NATO hattle tank currently in
scrvice. In terms of first-class
battle tanks, then, it 1s clear
NATO has numerical superiori-
ty too.

Two obvious guestions arise.
Why have the rulers of the
USSR maintained a vast mass
of obsolescent {In $0Me CasEs,
obsolete) armour In servige?
And why at the very tim¢ when
NATO-developed  integrated
fire contrel systems including
laser rangefinders and ad-
vanced ballistic computers are
making wvesterday's tanks into
tin coffins, do our ‘defence’
experts promote the myth of
overall Russian superionty?

The answer to the first question
may have something to do with
the vested interests of the Soviet
military establishment—more
tanks and men mean more
Marshals, more promotfions. i
the USSR as elsewhere irrespec-
tive of military eftectiveness.
Consider how the British Ad-
mirals clung to the battleship
long after it was clearly ob-
sakte.

But thereis another and more
importance factor. The T54; 555
and 1625 that rolled into
Prague ten vears ago are stiil
more than adequate for that
kind of work.

As to the Western ‘experts’. |
the explanation 1s that conven-
tional arms are very big
business indeed, The extremely
lucrative British contracts to !
supply Iran with 1800 Chief-
tains and Saudi Aralha with a
complete air defence system are
only the best known of a large
class.

Third World sales are gigan-
tic but, as the British and
French arms industnies battle
for third place in the world
league (after the USA and the
USSR), the rme-equipment of
NATO is the most glittering
pnize of all.

Technological developments,

-
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most notably the ‘artillery
revolution’ of the last few vears
which has made most existing
weapons obsolescent, and rapid
developments in guided mis-
siles, have provided the oppor-
tunity.

To exploit it fully the
merchants of death need the

Mozambigue

right pohtical climate. *Russian
superiotrity’ is an essential myth,

For if there 15 one group of
people whe have an even bigger
vested interest than the Soviet
Marshals in promoting this new
arms race it 1s the bosses of the
Western war industries and
their media *experts’. Fred Hall

Letter from

This 18 in reply
Mokgatle’s article {Socialist
Review No.2) which highlighed
| a lack of information about
Mozambique. We hope to fill a
part of that gap in this article.

Mozambique is a Popular
Republic, a one-party state,
governed by Frelimo (The
tront for the Liberation of
Mozambigue). Frelimo came to
power in 1975 on the back of the
coup in Portugal. After 1Q years
of armed siruggle, a mainly
guerilla organisation was thrust
inte a position of state power,

In may ways Frelimo was ill-

Mozambique

to Barry [ prepiared for this new role. After

waging a war for [0 vears it
more or less controlled the two
northern most provinces of
Niassa and Capo Delgada and
had a large influence in a third,
Tete. In these liberated areas

Frelimo set up schools,
hospitals and communal
villages.

However, far from being used
solely as trpining grounds

(whick they undoubtedly prov-

ed to be) they were seen as being
necessary for the formation of
the ‘new man’—the new
‘Mozambiquan personality”.

-

Reading a wall paper

In these liberated areas the
people were learnimg to
organise their lives collectively,
and Samora Machel {President
of both Mozambique and
Frelimo) has been quoted as
saving, ‘The war of National
Liberation ¢an be said to have
not been long enough. Every
diay our people were learning

L more.’

However Frelimo had little
influence or experience in the
factories in the Southern pirt of
the country. It was here that
workers in  hotels, shops,
hospitals etc., came under the
influence of, and gained finan-
cially from the tourist industry
from Rhodesia and South
Afnca.

Now, apart from the obvious
political problems that this
suggests, 1t has also caused

other problems for Frelimo in
the drive for National
Reconstruction. After years of
exploitation the workers are
now told, almost overnight,
that they must work harder and
be more consciencious. This
time, though, it 15, ‘to increase
preduction, better our life and

begin the road towards
soginlism’,
When Portuguese

colonialism left so tog did most
of the trained personnel. A
number of these did not leave of
their own free will, but were
ordered out by Frelimo's initiai

enthusiasm for going it alone,
without the zid of those who did

L
leave three vyears ago have

returned, ronically; on
‘Cooperante’ contracts (foreign
workers cooperating with the
revolution) earning twice as
much as they did before they
left.

As a resuit of the technical
viicuum, Frelimo militants
found themselves at the heim of
factories, hospitals, and banks.
Perhaps more important were
the agricultural estates which
were inherited with inefficient
or sabotaged machinery.

In any other circumstances
this would have been bad
enough, but added to that, the
Portuguese systemn that was also
inherited was hopelessly over-
bureaucratised, and Frelimo
does not yet have the skills or
knowledge to reorganise.

Although all banks,
hosptals, schools, land and
property have been nationnlised
it 1s  proving difficuit to
rcorganise them on socalist
lines, as it 1s a mammoth task
simply te unravel the existing
system.

Frelimo
Like many other National
Independence Movements,

Frelimo was not an avowedly
marxist party during the armed
struggle. It was not until the
3ré¢ Congress in 1976 {6
months  after Independence)
thiat 1t changed orientation to
become the ‘Marxist-Leninist
Yanguard Party of Socialist
Revolution’.

It claimed, ‘our Party is a
revolutionary party, whose
objective 1s the destruction of
the Capitalist System. Frelimo
adopts Democratic Centralism
as the fundamental principal of
organisation." (Documents of
the 3rd. Congress, 1976}

But far from being an oppot-
tunist maneuvre to gain support
from the present so-called
‘socialist’ countries, the poltics
of Frelimo appear to have been
forged in the struggle itself,
Mozambique does not consider
itself o socialist country. The
line of Frelimo is that ‘only after
the establishment of Popular
Demoeracy will it be possible
tor the Mozambiquan working-
class, ted hy its vanguard party,
to pass to the next step, that of

the socialist revolution.’
(Frehmo  Statement, May
1978.)

it does use the term “socialist’
for the Soviet Union, Chinn
Korea, Cuba, Vietnam etc. [t
must be borne in msnd that here
dependence on foreign aid and
trade 1s vital, There is a shortage
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of most Dbasic ne¢essitics
throughout the country and for
reasons given above industry in
Mozombigue is not capable of
supplving the people’s needs.

In sctive recognition of the
Zimbobweans' struggle, the
borders between Mozambique
and Rhodesia have been closed
. for sume time. The Portuguese
systern depended heavily for its
existence on Rhodesian in-
dustry and agriculture, which
also explains the underdevelop-
ment of the country’s Tesources.

This action has added to the
lnck of basic commodities and
lost & lot of trade, largely
shipping. As a result Mozam-
bique has been forced to look
elsewhere for aid and trade.
Given the seriousness of the
situation, it is difficult 1o see
what glternptives there are to
the present pohcies.

When you arc starving, you
have to get food from
somewhere. 1f voun were
hleeding to death you might not
think twice uabout letting
Brezhnev stitch you up—evenif
there was o possibility that he
might stitch your arms behind
vour bick in the process.

Regarding the Capitahst
countries, Machel 15 always
quite explicit, as he showed in
his May Day speech:
‘Capitalism is not our friend.
' We can cooperite but it is not
our friend. We cooperate
hecause we need it, and 1t needs

us." Apart from the rather
doubtful last phrase, this -

lustrates the stark renlity of the
situption.

On the other hand Soviet aid
. does not come frecly. And, it 1s
anybody's  guess just what
demaunds the Russians put upon
Mozambique's <conomy  or
poiitical development. !t has
been suggested by people work-
ing at the docks thit much of
Mozambique's ten and rice (of
good guality) finds its way to
the Soviet Union, and Mozom-
bique is then forced to import
proorer quahities.

Though 1t is not known the
prices etc., involved in the
exchange we also know that
the Russian Cooperantes here
have American Dollars
transfered 1o their banks in the
Soviet Union, presumoably as o
wiay of building up stocks for
the Grovernment.

We do get the impression,
though, that relationships are
somewhat cool and guarded at
this end. The newspapers talk,
not of ‘“fraternal aid and
assistance’, but of ‘protocol
between the two countries.

Qucues are a way of life in
Mozombigue, Until recently

meat and  rice were  only

avnilable in Beira, {1he second
city) about once every six weeks
if vou were prepared to queue
for up totwo hours. However at
present rice is freely avaulable,
due to large imports from

China. The meat situation has
improved, and now that the dry
scason is here there 15 often
plenty of
vegetabies.

cheap fruit and

“ Structure of the Party

After the third Congress,
Party membership was kept
fairly stable. The main reason
was to avoid an influx of
opportunists joinng the now
party of Government. One of
the results hps been that those
opportunists already in the
party have been oble to carve

The local social admimistrator visiting a workshop.

Workers ai an institurion for handicapped war veterans, formerlva
Portuguese army camp.
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our niches for themselves, The
existing bureaucracy has made
that all the more edsier.

The party was organised in
the factories and localities by
the ‘Dynamising Groups'.
These were largely appointed
party members though serving a
soviet type function. The past
three months though hoas seem a
massive ‘Structure the Party’
compaign. As part of this
process, mass meelings are
being held in {actones and
villages to elect workers as
candidate members of the par-
ty.

Candidotes are elected, or

rejected according to their
personal  qualities, political
capabilities and  conscien-

ciousness in the workpace.
Poygamy (a deeply entrenched
tradition), alcoholism, a
tendency towards lateness and a
general of conscienciousness
are all considered tendencies
which moke one wnelligible for
Party Membership.

The candidates admitted,
assisted by ‘dynamising
brigitdes’ of experienced Party
Members, form the party cell in
the workplace and the localities,
It is planned that the dynamis-
ing groups will disappear to be
replaced by these c¢ells and
commities of the Party.

Two of the responsibilities of
Party Members are to: (1)
Respect women and contnbute
actively in their emancipation.
(2) Promote Proletarian Inter-
nationalism.

Frelimo is trying to build the
Party, organise the people,
{form the “new mentality’ and
create the conditions for the
future socialist revoiution. For
as Samora Machel said, again
in his May Day speech, ‘the
factories must be the producers
of closs consciousness of the
working-class in Mozambique'.

But whether the Mozom-
bique people will be allowed to
construct  the matenal and
ideclogical bases for the
socialist revolution depends not
s0 much on Western Capitalism
iand its constraints as  on
Eastern influence.

All hope here 1s placed on the
liberation struggles in Zim-
habwe and South Africa. Being
more highly industnalised
countries a liberated Zimbabwe
and South Africa would reduce
Mozambigue's dependency on
the Eastern Bloc,

For this reason, support for
the liberation struggles I1s not
only an act of proletarian
internationalism but also an act
of survival, and a hifeline forthe
future revolution in Mozxm-
bique.

A LUT4 CONTINUA!!

Pholos, courtesy WMoz, Angola. Guite 11 Centre.
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Russia

The men and women who were
to form the Free Trade Union
Association of the Soviet
Working People met In
Moscow at the end of 1977 in
the quenes of petitioners to the
Central Committee of the
CPSLU.

Those who stand in these
queues too long are hustled out
by the police to be imprisoned,
committed to mental hospitals,
or sumply Kkicked out of
| Moscow. On one occasion
1 ‘before the eyes of hundreds of
citizens form various cities
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across the country, one man,
driven by the despair of the
plauntiffs, committed suiwcide’

These people arc not what
one normally thinks of as
‘dissidents’, They are not in-
tellectuals, not opponents of the
Soviet government, not even
‘political’ any Western sense of
the word.

They are much simpler men,
and women, “honest lubourers of
the soctalist soclety, producers
of national wealth’, ranging
from Klebanov the skilled
minizg foreman to Shkorbatov
the nightwatchman.

They had been taught in
schoel, mm the Xomsomol
(Young Communist League), in
the army that the Soviet system
1s the best in the world, and for
the most part, they believed
what they were told.

What set them apart from the
great mass of Soviet workers
was, to stari with, that they were
unlucky. They were all victims
or witnesses of some particular
injustice at work, eg, Anna
Fufayeva, a vermin exter-
minator, was paid ‘incorrectly
for work dome in harmful
conditions’ Valentina Isvekova
found out that her boss was
using his position to have sex
with the secretaries.

Then, half brave, half naive,
horrified at the gulf between
Soviet theory and practice, they
dared to complain. As a result,
every single one of them was
dismissed from their job and

- forced into {in their words) ‘the

great army of the Soviet un-
emploved’.

They petitioned for reinstate-
ment, Their petitions were ‘sent
to the very organs against which
we are lodging complaints”, and
the exceptionally persistent
who carried their grievances to
Moscow were rewarded with
searches, beatings, prison and
psychiatric hospital. They ex-
press their envy of an
anonymous dog living at an
airport; it had tender human
care—not nsults and destitu-
tion'.

Their reaction to this 1s
exactly that of the Russian
peasant before the revolution:
Our systesn 15 good, our rulers
are good, but wicked officials
are perverting things for their
own personal ends—‘people
who have the trust of the
PARTY and the PEQOPLE are
acting with arbitrariness’.

Just as the peasants ad-

fish rots from the head’

dressed their complaints against
the landowners to the Tsar (the
Httle father) so the Soviet
workers try, directly and by
rousing world opinion, to
appeal to Brezhnev, They de-
mand audience with ‘the leaders
of the PARTY and GOVERN-
MENT who are barred from us
by the barrier of bureaucracy’.
They are not admirers of
Western  capitalism  and
apologise for the fact that they
have been ‘compelled to appeal
to ... the bourgeols press’.

This respect for the Sowviet
system, their innocence and
lack of any real political
analysis lead them to try and
link their problems with
traditional Russian dissidents,
the civil rights movernent
directed by members of the
intelhgentsia. *The world must
know at the time of the Belgrade
conference of heads of state, the
signatories of the Helsinki
agreement must know exactly
where... human rights are being
trampled on’. They demand ‘the
resolution of our complaints in
accordance with the law and
Constition of the Soviet Union®.

What distinguishes them
from the civil rights movement,
and what makes them so impor-
tant 15 first of all -their
complaint stems from the
workplace.  Their  original
CrtCISMs  are  economic—
against ‘wasters of socialist
property, poor work
ditions, low pay, high rates of
injury at work, speed-up and
increased norms  of output
lcading to wastage and poor
quality producticn, the con-
tinuous rise in the price of basic
necessities and food stuffs’.

Secondly—they are organis-
ed. One appeal begins: ‘we are
aoviet citizens of various togwns
of the WUSSR—united in
bitterness’.

It 1s difficult to explain what
an incredible advance this is.
Jack Jones and other trade
nnion leaders in Britain have
refused to support these people
on the grounds that thev should
fight through official union
channels,

But as the workers’ group
says: ‘in our country there is no
organ which objectively defends
the workers’ interests’. Trade
union officials are usually CP
membears who haven't quite
madec the pgrade. They are
chosen by the manager and the
district party committee and are
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totally dependent on them

The officials are ‘elected’ by a |

conference of ‘workers’
delegates’. These  workers’
dclegates are chosen by shop or
section, not by a general
meeting, 1e the supervisor of
the section nominates himself
and the foreman and someons
from the technical engineering
staff. Only the technicians and
professional engineers elect
their own delegates.

The result is that ‘in the ¢nd
although workers outnumber
professional staff by ten ta one,
nearly all those who attend the
conference are technical
engineering personnel, ie those
for whom workers’ interests are
not important’. The few
workers’ delepates who do slip
through the net are bought off
by brnibes ‘and the buffets
abound In wnormally scarce
products and alcohoiic drinks’.

The little complaining possi-
ble for a worker in the Soviet
Union is individual complain-
ing. The method is this—you
write a declaration {called a
LZAYAVLYENYE) stating your
own personal grievance (yours
only), you stand in a queue, and
eventually present it to some
faceless bureaucrat whose ‘soie
concern is how to get rid of the
complainant’. Every despotism
knows thut the individual is
easy to deal with.

And so, the exasperated
petitioners in the Central Com-
mittee walting room finally got
together: ‘We decided to
Organise oOur own genuinely
independent trade union’,.,
Considering ‘that only through
a union of our own basing itself
on the public opinion of
workers of all countres, can we
force our government to respect
the ordinary workers’.

The statute of the Free Trade
Union Association of the Soviet
Working People is dated |
January, [978. It laid down that
members shouid be ‘workers
and employees whose rights and
interests have been illegally
flouted by the administration,
Soviet party and judicial
organs’, and it was orgamsed
‘on the basis of internal trade
union democracy’. The union

had 43 full members—about |

200 people were involved in all.

This is a tiny beginning— |

many of those invalved must be
now on their way to the Gulag.

But--it is the first sign of an |

independent workers' move-
ment in Russia to reach the
West since the 1920s and as they

say ‘today we are suffering— |

tomorrow any citizen of the
USSK may become a member
of our collective and think as we
do’. Oga Sermyvonova
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Track 1I: You know it didn't

appen that W&y
!Iﬁrrgnst in spite of itself the left

acluwcd a puwerful unions of

rusic and politics’.
Hoyland/ Flood Page, SR J

RAR produced its first issue of
Temporary Hoarding as a
poster/ broadsheet for the 1977
May Day event at the Londen
Roundhouse. On the first page
it said:

‘We want rebel music, street
music. Music that breaks down
people’s fear of one another.
Crisis music. Now music. Music
that knows who the real enemy
is. Rock Against Racism. Love

Neither of which caused much
excitement on the streets.

To the Youth in the cities
racism is rampant and NF is
appearing on more and more
walls. Life is getting pretty
vacant: Dreams are being
shattered. Twelve vyears of
school and they put you on the
dole queue.

RAR was formed by
enthusiastic music fans and
people who have been in-
volved/active in agitprop forup
to a decade. No chickens at
politics. For me 1t was the
logical outcome of the Mapce
Fraction which Sheila Row-
botham and I formed in 1966

after a boring LPYS meeting, .
RAR was cunﬁdcm about

music/hate racism.’
Love and ha'le as wurds ﬁf

SR P R
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Reggac is the roots music. Chris Trimby from Reading  courts or police, as Godwin  Marchers and SKAN and RAR
White youth are listening to  wasasked ontelly whyhejoined  said, ‘A society can perfectly  on the road into London.

reggac because 1t's closer to the  the Socialist Workers Party. He  well exist without any govern- If you start to question the
way they feel than Radio One  said that he went to this RAR  ment!” Only then can we survive  state then before long answers
pap. It appeals in the same way  gig in Hackney, Generation X to love one another freely. are needed. From th.: roots
as R&B and Soul did to the and the Cimmarons. All the Yours Sniff (16) rebel to the roots socialist. The
youth in the early sixties. people were shouting black and EQUAL RIGHTS!  politics of culture and the
{James Brown and Otis Red-  white unite. RACIAL HARMONY QK. politics of struggle. In union.
ding were my best fniends) For ONE LOVE’ With the large spectacular th}?
white youth to relate to black Track 4: Famous names and , local must exist. Electric
rebellion * How can you be a UNAMOUS PEOBIE 1 Track 5. PROSPECTS' (I anguage of politics The stage &
Ie 1011. oW C . eople W | . .

racist with a Bruning Spear or h:‘aa éﬂfﬂfhpnﬂﬁdga of the f‘;:?g::;;;n rﬂ,ﬂmphamiscs, as our platform. We must learp to
Commodores _ album undqr Leagues politics hef,ru_nd the £ this were “eed:g.;.i—the milpil": tqaﬁt (Black [;Js talk p::l:;htllfs
your arm, rushing home to get it presence of Peter Hain as tance of the politics of culta f » with a microphone over back-
on ﬂ'}ﬂ fﬂﬂ?“d player. *See spokesperson, and some b the need to build a culture © mgh Tusm)w to use tlllle
LeRoi Jones” great book Blues celebrity names associated Wil socialism.” technology. We must use the
People. it.” Hoyland, Flood Page. stage, not for speeches, but to

Youth like the music that fits The Carnival brought together bind the RAR event together,
their view of society. Some are  If the bands that played Car-  political music and political not become promoters for the.

not bothered at all. My niece  mval had been just pop groups . gudience.. F;m-ﬂhﬂfiﬂiﬂ#ﬂﬂ#ﬂﬂ:;?lhmﬂﬁ;i:ﬂ#" BRI
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[.ook get it straight

Dear Socalist Review,
Atrocious articles on Carnival.
Mr Calico Nickers wants to
harness and channel the energy
of *Youth’ who have ten times
more dea of what’s going down
than your pretty average Marx-
ist Editor.

John Rose’s  trotskyist's
youth leaders guide to kids is
painful (but he’d do a great
album requests show).

‘Rastafarianism 11 totally
pessimistic...” says the Chaef
Scout. On the contrary almost
without exception the music
names the oppressors and calls
for unity and struggle.

If you don’t understand how
religious forms contain deeply
political meanings you won't
understand anything about
black music . . . take a Phensic.

Worst of all is the
Hovland, Flood Page stuff on
RAR. How dare you ask them”
With all that stuff about RAR
being *‘Fun music with no
political connections’ and punk
15 dead {which they've been
saying since before it started).

L.ook lets get it straight. Punk
is one of the most important
working clasg cultural things to
ever happen. Is it too much to
ask that the [.ett (two years too
late, as usual) LISTEN tg the
stuff . . . and don’t use the
Dansette. Open vour €ars . . .
and then your mind . . . and
mavbe your EYES | . and Hair
Dves.

The dynamic Music for
Pleasure u think *The task is
to cement this umon’ (Music
and Politics) Grand. Havent
vou ever heard of RAR (Oh Yes
vou once came along and told
us Roots was a Bourgeols Con-
cept).

The duo want it to die . , . to
justify their own low-energy
and inaction. But the kids won't
let it. RAR's swansong Is being
played nrow, the new
TRB/Clash 1s tuming in; out at
yvour local Yuuff Club.

They say RAR is the fun-
angle and MfS 1s the political
hit. They dont understand
working class kids NOW are

political and fun without having
to make 3 minute speeches to
prove it,

Mickey Mouse  Dususter
Time. It’s the sort of stuff we’d
expect to read in . . . shoddy-
Muarxism which SR should read
like The Friends of Albaman
Quarterly. Fact. The Leveller
had a GREAT article which SR

1900

readers should read.

Yours in dismay

Dave Widgery, Ruth Gregory,
Syd Shelton, Roger (Dub)
Huddle Dem heavier than
before)

P. 5. Roger Huddle doesn’t
think the Leveller article is as
good as what he has writ in this
1sh

To judge by our mailbag, nothing in the first 1ssues of Sociaiist
Review has attracted more atlention than Bertolucei's J900. May
1968 and socialist theatre pale by comparison. Paul Cunningham’s
review in isstie no.2, in which he called it a *great socialist film' has
received a deluge of criticism: according te out correspondents
1960 is a *failure’, a *hymn to Eurocommunism’, ‘boring, elitist’. For
those who haven't seen the film, it deals with the class struggle in the
ltalian countryside between 1900 und 1945, centring on the
relationship between the Communist agricultural labourer QOlmo
(Gerard Depardien} and his padrone (boss), Alfredo {Robert de

Niro).

Reformist & sexist

It 15 difficult to understand why
Paul Cunningham helieves Ber-
tolucei’s 900 15 a *great sociahist
film’. The fact that the film was
financed by a Hollywood com-
pany, 20th Century Fox, makes
this extremely unlikely, but
inherent within the film itself
are several inherently reformust
features,

The representation of sexual
relationships in the film has
been widely cnticised -and
guite correctly. The titillatory
scene of Alfredo having sex
with his wife-to-be ina barnand
the failure to explore the
hemosexual element in the
relattonship  betwen  Alfredo
and Olmo are just two ex-
amples.

Much more serious, however,
is the way Bertoluccl portrays
women 1n periods of struggple,
where he implies a naturalness
about male superiority and
patrarchy.

We sce women n struggle
twice-—during the pre-fascist
period in the early 1920s and
then on libcration day 1n 1945,
Despite all the evidence that n

such periods women and men
put aside their traditional roles
ang fight as comrades we do not
see such portrayal in /900.

In the eviction scene the
women sit down unarmed i the
path of the soldiers while the
men stand behind with sticks
{for the real fighting?). In 1945
the men seize the guns and the
women are left with pitchforks.

Is Bertolucc trying to tell us
that at such high points of
struggle the women of ltaly
allowed the men to take all the
imitiatives and to engage n the
armed conflict alone? Surely no
such revolutionary penod ever
saw such respect for traditional
sex-roles.

The relationship between the
women and the men in 1945 is
also symptomatic of the
historical relationship hetween
the Commumst Party (PCI}
and the Italian workers and
peasants.

For just as the ‘respons1 le’
met: took away the forks from
the ‘hysterical’ women when
they were about to use them
apainst the fascists, so too did
Olmo and other PCI militants
persuade the masses to give up
their arms as they were on the
point of setting up a red
republic. The *responsibility” of
the male 15 paralleled with the
‘responsibility” of the PCI.

But although the role of the
PCI in 1945 s accurately
depicted, Bertolucet 15 not
always so historically correct.
The Fascist period, when the
PCI did struggle heroically
against Mussolini 1s portrayed
as a period of little struggle at
all. The resistance of Olino s
an individual one, made possi-
hie hecause of his friendship

with Alfredo, the padrone.

The PCIl 158 nowhere to be
seen. Indeed, the only collective
dactivity portraved in this section
15 within the family. Bertolucci
seems either to be unaware of or
to ignore the oppressive struc-
ture of the patriarchal family,

Doubtless much of this can
bhe attributed to Bertolucei's
membership of the reformist
Commumist Party. It seems that
the PCI no longer wishes even
to be portrayed as a militant
parly engaged in a class war for
fear of damaging s search fora
historic compromise with the
Chnistian Democrais.

[n fact, historic compromise
15 the theme of the whole film.
The friendship of Alfredo, the
padrone, and Olmo, the pea-
sant, is symbolic of the
relationship the PCT desires
with the Christian Democrats.

In this context then, fascism
18 never analysed. The two
faseist characters, Attila and
Regina, are sumply monsters
much of whose interest 1in
fascism anses from their sexual
inadeyuacies. Fascism 1s por-
trayed as largely something
unpleasant  and inexplicable
which briefly came hetween the
workers and the bourgeoisie.

There are many other films
which tell us much more about
fascism and patriarchy in ltaly.
An earlicr, less pretenticus film
by Bertoluccy, The Spider's
Strategem, shows much more
insight into fascist ltaly. Padre
Padrone cxamings the effect of
the patriarchal structure on one
Sicilian farmly.

[ came out of f90¢) thinking
that perhaps the film was
inevitably flawed by virtue of its
immense  scope.  But  The
Travelfing Plavers, a film about
the Greek civil war, covers a
long historical period without
being as hypocritical. evasive
and manipulative as 7900,

Ultimatel, the only reason
for going t see J900 is to gain
insight into the reformist, and
therefore se ist, policies of the
PCI. The film 1s a hymn to
Eurocommunism.

Bob Cant.

Two fingers & no teeth

Paul Cunningham 15 nght to
praise 900, but he has not
indicated why 1t huas such a
powerful impact; nor why so
many film ecritics rejected its
style and simplifications.

To many., Bertolucel's
deliberately wviolent social-
political contrasted scenes {used
more mildly in that other ‘epic’
of people 1n  history.



Angelopolous™ The Travelling
Players), the repetitive struggle
between ‘villain’ padrone and
‘hero’ commumist  peasant; the
raising of the emotional

temperature by thc device of

pitching the specatator into the

middle of one scene after
another ——these techniques
produce the effect of

meloedrama. and are. therefore,
for some, disterbing and appear
mere 1ndulgence.

Add 1o this a considerable
appetite  for depicting
brutality---s¢ that the mafia
mock-up, The Goudfather, looks
like a it of downtown
hooliganism—and we have a
huge, clumsy, untidy
melodrama. This s quite alien
to English film expectations,
One has only to contrast this
with what s probably still the
best English film, Lindsay
Anderson’s This Sporting Life,
its muted tensions. its hdden
depiction of exploitation, to
mark the differences.

But the unsympathetic crific
will have neglected both Ber-
teolucel’s technigue and inten-
tions. Melodruma and panor-
malc epic do not po easily
together. But Bertolucci makes
them work. He 1s able to dothis
because they both have their
roots 1n his awareness of class
struggle: peasant v. landowner.

However self-indulgent the
film seems, a little reflection will
reming one that there is not a
single scene which does not
contribute to the main move-
ment of the story; the intention
to shock 1s not there merely to
excite an audience; and the
scenes of apparently gratuitous
brutaiity will drop into place of
the centrality of Bertolucct's
concept of class struggle 1s kept
in ming,

Bertolucct, himself, has said
that fO00 1s about peasants.
Here he has made them heroic
not because they are
superhuman, any more thanthe
padrone or his jackal fascist
manager are subhuman, but
because the economic
relationships  between them
force them to take on these
characteristics. Working—lass
‘heroism’ is seldorm self-chosen.
it 15 better called endurance.

This, which 1 think i1s the
concentrate of what Berteluccl
15 getting at, is best seen at the
end. At the end of the war the
peasants have shot the fascist,
they celebrate with a courtyard
carnuival: flags, songs, foed and
an old peasant confronts the
padrone.

At first he 1s speechless with
70 vears of accumulated servili-
ty and respect . . . then he holds

up a hand minus two fingers—
lost 1 the gathering of the
padrone’s harvest. A woman
als¢ confronts him. She has no
teeth: but he has, to eat and eat
with, she shouts.

These two minutes are enor-
mously moving, even afier four
hours of one of the most
flamboyant films ever made.
They are not miner incidents.
They are what the film has been
moving towards, from the first
scene. And, they are more
effective than the scene, shortly
before, when the fascists
massacre the peasanis-—a
woman baring her breasts tothe
revolver—echo of the Pans
barricades of 1848, 18717 or did
Bertolucei know of such an
inciglert?

For Bertolucci history is the
endurance of one class against
another. But there are no
smeoth endings. ‘The padrone
1s alive' says the padrone at the
end, as though throwing his
remark nto the future of 30
years of Itallan and European
history; and, in the final sur-
realist scenes, 1n which the life-
long friend-enemies, peasant
boy. landowner son, are seen
still quarrehing and when a train
decorated in communist bun-
ting runs over the padrone
boy/man stretched across the
tracks, the padrone yet survives.

There s never an easily
resolvable end to the dialecticin
history,

50, Bertolucci, using cinema
as Image-maker, as never
betore, and despite the worst
picce of dubbing I have ever
heard, succeeds spendidly, es-
pecially if yvou beleve, as I do,
that history 18 about two lost
fingers and a mouthful of teeth.
Eric Tariakover

Tedious & expensive

| had the misfortune to see /906,
Parr 1 last year. ldon't intend to
sec Part 11, It's a boring, elitist,
whining apology for the Italian
Communist Party. I've no idea
why Paul Cunningham
(Socialist Review, May) thinks
it’s a ‘great soclalist epic’,

It's certwinly an epic but
there’s nothing socialistic about
this drawn-out, expensive film
which shows leaders as brilliant
exceptions (like Bertolucci) and
workers/peasants/women  as
mindless. The first two are
useful! as stage armies and the
last for degrading decoration.
{The cinema audience thought
it very funny when a peasant
girl, desperate for money, gets
‘the shakes™ whilst trying to
prostitute herself).

To iliustrate the film's general

tone, there's a scene where
fascists burn out a local labour
club, killing several old age
pensioners. Olmo, the peasant
commumst and a young
schoolteacher cart their bodies
through deserted strects the
next day, cryving out ‘wake up’,
‘wake up’. it's supposed to be
symbolic. Fascism is round the
corner and all the workers are
asleep.

Only the enlightened Com-
mumnsts (like Bertolucct) have
sussed out the situation. Actual-
ly the reverse was true. Whilst
workers and peasants sought to
retaliate apgainst fascist
terrorism, their socialist
‘leaders’ argued for passive,
parliamentary response,

Like lots of Italian socialist
films, 7900 concentrates on a
chosen few commanding a
faceless mass, or Jude the
Obscure  peasants  (Padre,
Padrone) nsing from ignorance
1o erudition to the sound of
Sergio Morricone type music.

fo0ft 15 naccessible to
wotkers 1n Ttaly as well as
Britain because its tedious and
expensive. At least Cabaret
drew 1n the crowds Paul. Stick
to Raymond Chandler—he's
more subversive and ten times
more honest.

Giynis Cousins

PS Sergio Leone’s ‘A Fistfud of
Dynarmire’ is the best Ttalian
political film and worth seeing!

Paul Cunningham sez

Contrary to what some readers
may think. I'm not. in fact
Bertolucer’'s PR man in Britain
angd some of the criticisms
aimed at 79000, are fair. [an
Birchall's point ahout the
peasants being patronised is
well-founded, for the earlier
scenes of the film, at least. I
can't agree with some of the
other comments, however.
900 does explain [talian
fascism. In one scene the lan-
downers meet in a church to
discuss what can be done about
the wave of strikes taking place
and Atilla appeals for funds to
start a crusade against the Reds,

His personal ambition and
hatred for the peasants quite 1n
tune with his role as overseer,
are used by the landowners to
launch a campaign of violence
against the unions, His perverse
sexuality flows from his Fascist
view of life; he sees life in terms
of power and affection has no
place in his relations. Atilla and
Regina are sadists hecause they
live out the power morality of
capitalism.

Isit asexist film? I don't think
s0. The peasant women are
involved in all the batiles of
their ¢lass; they protect the men
from the mounted Gendarmes,
they attack the Fascists with
pitch forks and they participate
fully in the onfrontation with
the boss in 1945, I think Bob
Cant is mistaken: if the film was
sexist (which I assume to mean,
denigrating t¢ women.) none of
these scenes would have been
included.

Look at the contrast between
the two marriages central to the
film. Alfredo, the Padrone
marries an independent, free-
thinking woman and then ex-
pects her to have no other
interest but him. As a hoss, he
sees her as just another ttem on
his estate. He views women as
commodities, and the film links
this with his class background.

Olmo, on the other hand,
marries a fellow socialist and
both still keep their own
seperate hives. She teaches the
pgasants and runs political
classes. while he continues 1o
work on the farm and carry on
his own political work, Ber-
tolucer differentiates hetween
the boss™s marriage and the
soclalist’s marriage, and it is
quite obvious which is based an
mutal affection and respect and
which 315 based on oppresston.

Finally, [ think the film is
socialist because it shows the
existence of a class struggle, in
which one ¢lass must eventually
dominate. [t attributes the
poverty and brutality of the
peasants lives to their exploit-
tion by the landowners. 7900 is
a film which affirms the right of
workers to run their own lives,
free from the bosses and not
surprisingly, has been turned
down by both British and
American film distributors. Itis
well worth seeing, if the film
companies give vou the chance.
Pauf Cunningham
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But the beat goes
on

(lass, Race & Worker
Insurgency: The League of
Revoluticonary Black Workers
James A Geschwender
Cambridge University Press
£3.50

A Bookmarx Choice

The world's press announced
the artival of the Black Panther
Party in QOakland, California.
But it was a factory bulletin that
signalled the birth 1n [968 of an
even greater challenge to
American capitaiism: DRUM.

DR UM, the Dodge
Revolutionary Union
i Movement, was the name of a
factory leaflet and group set up
out of an unefficial strike at the
Chrysler Dodge Main factory in
Detroitin May 1968, The stnike,
against speed-ups, was initiated
on May 2 by a group of Polish
women. 1t was the first strike in
14 years. And it took place ina
factory where several black
workers already saw themselves
as revolutionaries and
Marxists.

Nine months earlier Detrout,
a city of nearly % million people
of whom 40 per cent were black,
had erupted 1 what Time
described as the “bloodiest
uprising in a balf ¢entury and
the costhiest in terms of property
damage in U, § history’. It was
nol a race Tiof there was no
fighting between blacks and
whites except where the whites
were the police or National
Guard. For many young blacks
the six-day insurrection was a
symbol of pride and pointer to
the future.

John Watson, a black student
activist, had atiended the
wee kly meetings of the Socialisg
Workers Party {US) inthe early
1960°'s and had organised an all-
biack Marxist study group with
Martin Glaberman. Glaberman
' was chairman of one of the
political groups in Detroit
organised by C. L. R. James. In
October 1967 Watson was the
editor of a new maonthly
paper, fnner City Vowe,
whose first editorial
message was loud
and clear:
‘In the July

Rebellion
we ad

minister
<d a

1-.

Above: twe black workers are cheered on after a vicrny agasi Chrpalers

Below Inner Cuy Voice, edited by Watson

heating to the

behind of the white power
structure, but apparently our
message didn’t get over ... The
Revolution must continue.’

Inner City Voice reflected
many influences: Che Guevara
and Malcolm X; Robert
Williams and James Boggs; and
it also reprinted speeches by
CLR James.

The combination of Black
Power and Trotskyist
influences over & range of biack
militants was unigue. And the
setting— Detroit—the US city
with the highest proporiion of
its population (40 per cent)
directly employed in
manufacturing industrics, was
tailor-made for a serious
atternpt to build revolutionary
socialist orgamsation in the
heartlands of US capitalism.

In the car factones of Detrout
black made up between 30 per
cent and 70 per cent of the
labour force in every plant. Gn
the worst shifts and in the worst
jobs they made an even higher
proportion. Eight out of ten
blacks were in semi- and
unskilled jobs as against only
five out of ten white workers.
Average pay for blacks
throughout the Michigan
motor industry was only 83 per
cent of the average for white
WwOTKErs.

After the May 2 wildcat, nine
militants from the factory
got together with the

editors of Inner City

Voice and began 1o

AR T-r;
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produce a weekly factory
newsletter called DRUM and
decorated with drawings of
drums. The first 1ssue reviewed
the strike. It explained why it
had happened when the line was
speeded up from 49 to 58 umts
an hour; it attacked the
harshness of penalties given to
black strikers {(two were
sacked); it accused Chrysler of
racist hiring practices; and it
mcluded a memorial tribute to
Malcolm X.

1he second 1ssue had a series
of nine questions beginning
‘Have you ever wondered why',
and continuing: ‘(1) 95 per cent
of all foremen in the plants are
white; (2) 99 per cent of all the
peneral foremen are white; (3)
108 per cent of all plant
supenntendents are white: (4)
90 per cent of all skilled

tradesmen are white: (5) 90 per

| cent ot all apprennices are whate:

(b [hat sv=tematically all of the
easier Johs are held by whites;,
(77 Whenever whites are on
harder jobs they have helpers:
(8Y When black workers russ a
day from wark they  are
required 10 bring two doctors’
excuses as to why they missed
work: (9} [hat senuorityis also a
racist concept, since black
workers were svstematically |
denied emplovment for years at
this plant’.

It also contained the PR M
programime justitying i1ts
separale existence outside the
union {Umted Automobile
Workers) structure.

Over the next six months
DRUM initiated a successful
boycot1 of two racist bars near
the factory and a one-day
protest strike against Chrysler’s
racism. The regular bulletins
and organised groups also
spread to other factones and
early in 1969 they came together
and formed the League of
Revolutionary Black Workers.

Virtually on its own among
biack revolutionary groups in
the States. the Ieague
maintamned a strong orientation
towards workers at the point ot
praduction. It argued that real
power and the best basis for
organising blacks both lay m
the tactones.

The League ran candidates in
jocal union elections, fougnt to
get 1ts members and supporters
recognised as section (blue
butten) shop stewards, and
argued for systematic
orgamsaiion against the racist
trade union bureaucracy. John
Watson and other League
leaders disagreed sharply with
the Panther's orientation on the
hlack jumpen proletanat and
petty bourgeoisie-—the
permanent! unemployment and
shiop-keepers of the black
ghettoes.

Ye¢t two and a half yvears later
the League spht and eftectively
died. Why? Basically for iwo
reasons { both missed out in ths
very interesting boak). Firstly,
because the building of
revolutionary organisation
the factories in a non-
revolutionary period 1s a long,
hard task. Resulis are slow to
come; patience. organisation,
and determination are at a
preium. Sadley, the League
members' expectations were
always being played up causing
inevitable demorahsation and
dissention when they couldn’t
be fulfilled.

Different ¢xperiences and
styles, even different lcaders
might have been able to avowd
this first problem. But they
could do little about the second:
the lack of revolutionary




organisation and struggle
amongst Lthe white worhingelass
Eventually tbe [eague spht
between 1those wishing to Keep a
‘working-class’ orientation and
thase arguing a *black
nationalist’ perspective.

Ultimately this argument
arose out of the isolation of the
advanced black workers (n
Detroit from the white majority
of the class. [he League's
original perspective ot a black-
white class albhance was
described bv Watson:

‘We feel that a revolutionary
development takes place within
the white proletanat, and as
white workers begin to move (o
overthrow racism, capitalism,
and mmperialism, then
pringipled alliances are possible
.. . We have encouraged some
ot the smaller but more positive
¢lements ot the white left, some
of whom are located in Detrost,
to attempl to work with the
white proletariat. So far, there
have been only meager results’,

‘Meager results’ were not
encugh to sustain the class
confidence of the revolntionary
black workers around the
League. Some were absorbed
by the system; others tned to
heep their contidence by
returning to black nationalism;
most just dropped out of
political activity. If there was
any single overriding factor
which kilied oft the League it
was the failure of the white Lefi
m Amertica to use the political
upheaval of the 1960 to build
towards the white working
class.

Creschwender, the author of
this important examination of
the League, 1s a member of this
white Left. So his lapse in
analysis is predictable. His
book would have been better
with 1ts oniginal title {Bur the
Bear Goes On: An Analytic
History of DRUM and the
League of Revolutionary Black
Workers) and without its
academic jargon; but it’s still
good. Much of it touches upon
probiems ot union, workplace
and black activity that are just
a8 live for members of the SWP
in Britain today as they were for
members of the League in
Detroit etght vears ago.

The siteation in Britzin is
very different. The situation
i Britain is very different.
There is vittually no black
(West Indian) petty-
bourgeoisie; the black lumpen-
proletariat is minute compared
toihat in the US. Most blacks in
Britain are not only black but
are also black workers. (The
clear divide sn the 1S between a
‘class’ and a ‘community’
orientation and ‘black power’ is
not {yet) in existence. The fact
that West fndiaits ooasiiteis o

much lower praportion of the
labour torce in medium and
farge scale factiaries than in the
US (the 20 per cent Afro-
Carnibbean workers at Ford.
Dagenham. is an exception)
also means that our problem in
the tactories s not how te build
all black union movements, buat
how to build white and black
rank and file groups.

Yet the League's short life is
also a clear pomnter to the
possibility of creating a black
political organisation which
challenges oppression and
exploitarton [t has been done
before and can be done again.
In Britain, of course, on 4
smaller scale and in different
eircumstances. But 1t 1s possible
t¢ iink the fight against racism
to the hight against capitalism
and 1o make that link

understandable to black people

The
garly death
of the League
must. however,
be seen as a
powertul warning to
the predominantly white
SWP.

Even more true than n
the States, the lesson 1s that
whether Mack revolutionary
organisation survives or not
depends primarily on how white
revolutionaries support it

This support 1s in part
determined by our attitude
towards independent
revoiutionary black political
orgamisation, black self-defence
etc: hut primarily it is given hy
the extent to which white
revolutionaries combat
racism in the white
working class and
make our contribution

by building
a working class

revolutionary party. Sreve
Jeflervs

[ &2 Chambre Bleue, &y Suzanne Valadon, who is wsually reterred to onle as the mother of Uirillo

Hidden from Art History

Women Artists

Karen Peterson and J J Wilson
The Womens Press £3.95

A Bookmarx Club Choice

The authors of this book sav
that they do not set out to write
as Art Historians but as
terminists, In this detasled and
widely researched book which
begins at the 5th century and
ends at the present dav, they
reach across continents from
Europe to China, and bring to
life the work of women artists
that has been bunied for decades
#nd centuries under anideology
A aas alwess sppocased

i
!

|
!
|
1

women., and consequent male
chauvinism of the Art world.

This book 15 about women as
they see themselves, their lives
and theiwr politics. Women who
fought to assert theiwr
individnality and who tried to
express their creativity other
than in child bearing suifered
harsh cnticism. ndicuie and
often isolation. Many saw their
defiance not just in pursuit ot
their art bui as feminists.

In the wide range of artists
that ure covered in this book
there are few that I have heard
of. Even the artsts that are
Known are aften mentioned 1o

Art History in relation to men
Oor as men see them. Suzanne
Valadon (1867-1938) 15 mostly
referred to as the mother of
Utrillo. although her work {and
f think this book 1llustrates) far
superseded the work of her
famous son.

Berthe Mornisot (1841-1895)
15 usually included un the tail
end of books or chapters on the
Impressionists and then always
referred to as the sister-in-law of
Manet. Kathe Kolliwiiz (1867-
1943), who the book shows to
be a woman who used her art to
express her revolutionary
politics. 15 often assessed by art
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historians as a humanitanan or
an artist with a social
conscience in the most
apolitical sense.

78

Kathe Kollwirz: anri-war poster 1924

Her drawings and prints,
which were often made into
posters, show the sufferings of
the proletariat, but not yust as a
liberal onlooker. A member of
the German Communist Party
and {riend of Rosa
Luxemburg, she used her art
as a means of protest and
propaganda. When expelled
from Germany by Hitler she
refused to leave.

Alice Neel, who now at the
age of seventy five is just being
recognised, is often
complhimented by critics
because ‘she paints like a man’,
 Her reply to this 15 °1 always
| painted like a woman, but not
like a woman is supposed to
paint’. One of the few paintings
of Berthe Morisot that 15 always
overproduced m art books is
called The Cradle, the male
image of woman’s role,

From the 5th century, where
women artists were found to be
| in nunperies, often a place of
refuge or dumping ground for
pohitical prisoners, battered
wives, and women who wanted
to escape from marriage, to the
Renaissance where women
artists were only seen as the
daughters of famous fathers,
through to the present day, this
book explodes all the myths of
women’s inability to be onginal
and creative in their own right.

Although some of the artists
in this book created 1mages of
their role in society, asis only to
be cexpected given the snfling
oppression of their particular
time in bistory, overall it shows
the determination of women to
create their own 1mages.

In conclusion [ would say
that the front cover mirrors the
contents. It 1s a painting by
suzanne Yaladon of a woman
ying 1n the classic pose of the
nude depicted over centuries as
the male image of woman. Thus
lady however 15 wearing striped
pyjama trousers, a vest, and has
a fag 1n her mouth, It is the
image of herself as she wants to
be and she docsn’t give a damn.
Arm Sulfivan
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Imprisoned

Trotsky
Irving Howe
Fontana Modern Masters£1.25

Irving Howe begins his preface,
“This 15 a small book on a large
subject’. Excellent! A much
needed thing and exactly why
many Socialist Review readers
will feel eager to buy it

He continues, ‘I have written
1t for two reasons: first as an
introduction to the life and
thought of a major twentieth
century figure, and second, as a
political-intellectual criticism of
his role in modern history and
his commentarics upon Iit.’

Which, unfortunately, goes
half-way to explaining why
readers who do buy the book

in pages

are likely to be disappointed. In
the very hmited parts of the
bock where he does introduce
Trotsky's life and thought,
Howe is on the whole clear,
honest and well informed.

But these parts are lost in the
‘political-inteilectual ¢riticism’,
written (and well written) from
the standpoint of a left-wing
liberal. Not that the arguments
of left-wing liberalism are
unworthy of discussion, They
have been and will continue to
be discussed at length.

But in a ‘short hook’
introducing the life and thought
of Trotsky? The ‘large subject’
struggles to get ont and (despite
Howe's admiration) fails. Pere
Goodwin

Refreshing the parts
monopolies can’t

reach

Pulling a Fast One

Roger Protz
Pluto Press £1.20

East Sheen Tennis Clubin 1936
was not a happy place, In
retrospect. It was under the
cover of this neat, unobtrusive
Surrey backwater that a highly
unpleasant potentially nauscant
chemical wus first
experimentally unleashed on
public guinea-pigs. And all in
the interests of fostering
monopoly capitalism and
profits.

The spread of this insidious
chemical, which offered both
producers and retailers alike a
convenient no-wastage,
standardized synthetic
replacement for the real thing,
was slow at first. By 1959 1n fact
it still only constituted 1 per
cent of total sales, and only |8
per cent by 1971, But by last
vear it had already gobbled up
over 60 per cent of all sales.

That first blow by monopoly
capitalism was struck—
appropnately enough—by
Grotneys {as Watneys 15
universally kmown among
lovers of real ale). Since then
good breweries making good
beer have been swallowed
nincteen to the dozen. Today
the Big Six plus Guinness
control B9 per cent of the
industry.

Anyone farmliar with the
sensation of needles prercing the
back of the throat, bubbles
nsing up the sinus, and that thin
sickly-sweet film being drawn
across the palate will have had
the experience of keg ‘heer’. As

Grotneys spent millions telling
us, everywhere you go it’s the
same! And it certainly does
reach parts of the body proper
beers do not reach!

The myth that capitalism
offers greater choice, that we
the consumers decide what the
market provides, meets its
maker ih the brewing industry,
Last year it spent over £20
million primarily to persuade us
to drink the dilute
chemical fizz

|
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known as keg. To help us make
up our minds independently the
altcrnative real ales have been
systematically removed from
pubs.

Then they tell us that keg heer
sales have risen-—so it proves we
want it after a1l. Many younger
beer drinkers have never even
tasted real ale of course. The
little. irrelevant fact that keg
and lager prohit margms are
anything up to 3} per cent
greater than on draught beer (s

~just pure lucky coincidence.

The operations ot the
brewing industry are g kind of
microcosm of monopoly
capitalism as a whole. In {977
the declared profits of the Big
Six were over £300 million (and
thiat was down on 1975-6') The
Price Commission complained
in 1977 that desprte these profits
the breweries continually
pushed up beer prices. The Big
Six answered that between 1977
and 1980 they needed to invest
£1000 million. But on those
profits the brewenes would
have no problem in borrowing
money to invest!

In fact 1115 precisely the lack
of borrowing to invest that 1s
keeping the recession going and
unemplovment so high. But
monopoely capitalism preters
selt-financing via price
increases. And what is the £ 1000
million mostly going intg?
Lager (so-called) whach the
Price Commission discovered
costs just over 1p a pint more to
make and market than draught
beer, vet costs wholesalers 2p or
ip more, and

CONSUMers




anything up to 6p more! So
much for socially responsible
monopolies.
|  Besides just controlling
production the Big 5ix have
also made strenuous efforts to
control the pubs as well. 10
millicn of us each day keep
66.0(0) pubs in business., Over
halt of them are ‘tied” by Bass
Charrington, Allied Breweries,
Watney Mann & Truman,
Whitbread, Courage or
Scottish & Newcastle.

And this is perhaps another
pointer to the way monopoly
capitalism wraps up the retail
. trade nowadays to guarantee
" the sale of brand products and
put the squeeze on both
suppliers and competitors,

These and many other details
of this sorry saga are exceliently
related by Roger Protz in
simple and clear languape. If
socialists ever need ammunition
tor the struggle against
capitatism this little book 1s full
of it. But i1 also basa message of
hope. In 1972 a mixed crowd of
boozers with their real love of
real ale as the common bond

started a fight back.
" The Campaign For Real Ale
(CAMRA) was formed. Within
4 years it had grown to 30.000
and established itsell as the
most effective consumer
campaign yet seen in this
country. If an army marches on
its stomach, this one positively
- hopped along. By last vear it
- had broken into something of a
trot, as more and more real ale
. began reappearing in (mostly
South Eastern) pubs. Roger
Protz became editor of its
publications.

Despite a nasty deological
dispute (over a pint of
Trumans) CAMRA has
survived still on its feet. It is a
favourite, and possibly an easy,
target of ridicule from some of
the pure Left who see it as a
bunch of middle-class beer
bores. Maybe 1t is. But asa lover
of good beer myself 1am glad of
1ts success.

The last chapter in Roger's
book 1s perhaps the most
questioning and will no doubt
face the most criticism. Is it
reformist to call for the break-
up of the large monopoly
breweries? Well, yes 1t is (and
therefore it is hopelessly
utopian). But to be fair Roger
goes beyond this,

He makes the case for
breweries to be ryn on
tmunicipal lines (such as the old
Carlisle Brewery) or by co-
operatives of workingmens
{womens?) clubs. He could have
gone further and related these
ideas to the actual struggle for
them. But that is something to
argue about—over a pirtt of real
ale. Roger, cheers. John Ure

-
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“What I think Marx was
trying to say .

The Making of Marx’s ‘Capital’
Roman Rosdolsky
Pluto Press £18

Marx's ‘Capital’ and Capitalism
Today Volume |

Anthony Cutler, Barry
Hindess, Paul Hirst and Athar
Hussain

RKP £3.25

Marx after Sraffa

Ian Steedman
NLB £7.25

. Reading the proofs of Volume I

of Capital Engels became
wortied that Marx was offering
too many hostages to fortune—
leaving apparent gaps in his
argument on which ‘the
manufacturer and the vulgar
cconomist’ would cagerly scize
as an gxcuse for rejecting the
whole theory.

Marx replied: ‘'lf | were to cut
short all such doubts in advance
[ would spoil the whole method
of dialectical exposition. On the
contrary. This method has the
advantage of constantly setting
traps for those fellows which
provoke them into untimely
manifestation of their asininity’,

Unfortunately many of those

who regard themselves as

Marx’s followers have failen

. Into the traps he set. Anthony

Cutler and his collaborators

and lan Steedman are only the
most recent examples.

Both books are works of
academic Marxists whose ideas
have a current vogue among the
mtellectual right wing of the
British Communist Party. Both
claim to show, from a Marxist
standpoint, that the labour
theory of value, which was the
foundation of Marx’s economic
theory, must be rejected,

Here the similarity between
the two book ends. Steedman’s
book is an example of the sort
of theorising that has been
fasthonable among left-wing
academic economists for some
years now. He reads Marx’s

- Capitalthrough the narrow grid

of modern mathematical
cconomics, Anything in Marx
that turns out not to fit is to be
rejected.

The result is to turn Capital
into a footnote to the works of
David Ricardo. Hence the
titlle—Piero Sraffa. the
Cambndge economist who laid
the basis for a marnage of
Ricardo’s 1deas to modern
mathematical techniques. The
main casualty has been Marx’s
analysis of the laws of motion of
capitalism.

Cutler and Co’s book 1s a very
different kettie of fish, Its
theoretical framework 1s
provided hy the work of Barry
Hindess and Paul Hirst, which
has made a growing impact in
left-wing intellectual circles of
late. Much more ambitious
than a mere discussion of
Marx’s economics, the book isa
thoroughgoing attack on the
theoretical foundations of
classical Marxism,

In the course ot the book such
basic items of Marxist theory
come under attack as not, only
the labour theory of value, but
also the idea that the economy
exercises a determining role on
social life and the treatment of
politics as the representation of
different class interests.

If all this is consigned to the
rubbish dump, what is lett of
Marxism? One ¢an understand
the book’s attractiom for CP
academics-—since most of
classical Marxism can be got rid
of because it 15 ‘economistic’
they are now free to pursue their
intellectual activities without
the slightest twinge of guilty
feeling that these have little or
nothing to do with the class
struggle.

The political conclusions of
the book explicilty endorse
gradualism of the sort espoused
in the British Road to
Sociglism: ‘socialist politics can
no longer be conceived as
necessarily oriented towards the
one big push that finallvy knocks
capitalism out of the way and

clear the ground for
something else. This means
that socialists should be con
cerned with expanding the
areas of socialisation and
democratisation in the social
formation’ ete., etc.,

Of course, one does not refute
false theories simply by
pointing out that they lead to
lousy political positions. The
arguments put forward by
Cutler, Hindess, Hirst and :
Hussein ar¢ complex and highly |
sophisticated ones which merit
serious discussion. I hope to be
able to deal with them elsewhere
at the length they deserve in the
near future.

The fact remains, however,
that their book, like
Steedman's, involves a basic
failure to understand the |
argument of Marx’s Capital.
The authors of both books
would have benefitted from a
study of Roman Rosdolsky
comrnentary, which has become :
a modern Marxst ¢lassic since
its publication in Germany in
1968.

The contrast between
Rosdolsky on the one hand and
Steedman, Cutlerand Co onthe
other could not be more
siriking., Rosdolsky’s story
summarises the history of
Marxism in the twentieth i
century. Born in 1898 in what is |
now part of the western Ukraine !
but was then in Galicia, |
Austrian-ruled Poland,
Rosdolsky became a
revolutionary during the first
world war. After the Russian
revoiution he helped to found
the Communist Party of the
Western Ukraine, later merged
with the Polish Communist
Party.

A historian by profession,
Rosdolsky moved to Vienna
where he worked under the
direction of the Marx-Engels
Institute 1n Moscow. However,
at the end of the 1920s, he was
cxpelled from the CP for
oppeosing Stalin’s growing
domination over the
international communist |




movement,

Rosdolsky, who had jeined
Trotsky's Left Opposition, fled
to his home town of Lvov when
the Dolfuss regime destroyed
the Austnan workers’
movement in 1934, After the
Nazi conquest of Poland, he
was arrested by the Gestapoand
ended up 10 the congentration
camps of Auschwitz,
Ravensbruck and Orianenburg.
Amazingly, he survived.

After the war Rosdolsky
emigrated to the United States,
settling in Detroit. It was in the
US that he discovered one of the
three or four copies then
available in the West on the
Grundrisse, the economic
studies composed by Marx in
1857-8 which form the first
rough draft of Capiral

Rosdolsy saw at once ‘that
this was a work which was of
fundamental importance for
Marxist theory’, He then set
about writing The Making of
Moarx's 'Capital’, aware that ‘the
last generation of notable
Marxist theoreticians for the
most part fell victim to Hitler's
and Stalin’s terror’ and 'in the
hope that a new generation will
follow for whom, once more,
Marx’s theory will be a living
soutce both of knowledge and
the political practice which this
knowledge directs.’

It is a powerful image—this
veteran revolutionary, a
survivor of Auschwitz still
denied an academic post in the
America of 1950s because of his
political sympathies, devoting a
labour of love to the classical
Marxism so despised by our
latter-day Marxists, in Detroit,
the heart of the greatest
capitalist power in the world.

It was the same Detroit
where, at much the same time,
another old Trotskyst, CLR
James, was holding Marxist
study classes for black workers
and students. The great black
uprising in Detroit in 1967, the
vear of Rosdolsky's death, was
an announcement of the fact
that world capitalisin was once
again entering #n era of crisis in
which revolutionary theory
could break out of the 1solation
to which it had becn condemned
and Wecome, in Marx's words,
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‘a material force’.

It is impossible in the space of
a short review to summarise
even the main thernes of
Rosdolsky's rich and complex
work. However, his book, with
Studries on Marx's Theory of
Value by I 1 Rubin, a Russian
Marxist economist who
perished during Stalin’s purges,
nrovide the basis for a clear
understanding of Marx’s
Capital,

For example, Rosdolsky
dissolves the famous
‘contradiction’ between
Volumes I and I11 of Capiral. It
has weorried many p¢ople
including some Marxists, that
in Volume I Marx assumes that
commoditics exchange at their
values, which embody the
amnount of labour-time involved
in their production, while in
Volume III he shows that
commodities exchange, not at
their values, but their prices of
production.

Rosdolsky shows that the
two volumes involve very
different levels of analysis. In
Volume 1 of Capiral Marx is
concerned with ‘capital in
general'—‘an abstraction which
grasps the specific
characteristics which
distinguish capital from all
other forms of wealth—or
modes in which {social)
production develops’
(Grundrisse p.449).

In other words, Volume [ 1s
devoted to showing what is
distinctive to capitalism as a
mode of production—the
extraction of surplus value from
workers who have nothing to
sell but their labour-power. The
assumption thatcommodities
are exchanged at their values is
essential to this analysis of
capitalist production.

However, in Volume [1I
Marx deals not with the general
laws of capitalist production,
but with the way in which these
laws are enforced upon
individual capitals. He calls this
the sphere of competition—of
‘many capitals’ as opposed to
‘capital in general’. Individueal
capitalists do not freely choose
to ¢xtend the working day or
introduce labour-saving
machinery—they are forced to
do so because otherwise they
will be driven out of business by
their competitors.

One effect of competition
between ‘many capitals’is thate
general rate of profit i1s forme
so that equal amounts of capita
will receive the same amount ¢
profit whever they are
employed. As a result
commodities sell, not at their
values, but at their prices of
production, in which the
existence of this peneral rate of
profit is taken into account.

There 1s, therefore, no

contradiction between Volumes
I and IIl of Capital. They

‘simply represent different levels

of abstraction—those of
‘capital in general’ and ‘many
capitals’ respectively. Failure to
understand this point is
common to most cntics of
Marx, including Cutler and Co
and Steecdman.

The distinction between
‘capital i1 general’ and ‘many
capitals’ highlighted by
Rosdolsky is essential to an
understanding of modern
capitahsm, For it 15 more and
more competition on a world
scale that is enforcing the laws
of capitalist production upon
individual nations. Today the
‘many capitals’ are increasingly
individual nation states and the
competition 15 not merely
commercial but mihtary.

It is interesting to learn from
the translators introduction to
the French edition of his book,
that towards the end of his hife
Rosdolsky rejected the
orthodox Trotskyist idea that
Russia is a ‘degenerated
workers state', arguing that the
working class in the Soviet
Union are exploited.

There are some Criticisms

that one can make of
Rosdolsky. He tends to guote
from the CGrundrisse at
excessive length, making an
already difficult book heavier
going than it need be. More
seriously, he seems to be a trifle
too sympathetic o the 1dea,
advanced by Karl Kautsky,
Rosa Luxemburg and Henryk
Grossman, of an inevitable
economic breakdown of
capitalism. Moreover, he points
out at a number of points the
undoubted influence that
Hegel's Logic had on Capital
without discussing the precise
nature or significance of this
influence.

But all these criticisms are
mere quibbles compared to one
chief complaint, and that must
be aimed not at Rosdolsky. but
at Pluto Press. Eighteen
pounds, even when cut by a
third on special offers, is a
horrific price io charge for a
book as important as
Rosdolsky’s. It places it out of
the range of all but vniversity
lecturers and the like. Marxist
theory, however, is too
important to be left to the
‘theoreticians’. Let’s hope a
paperback edition appears
soon. Alex Callinicos.

Holding the reins

Stomping the Blues
Albert Murray.
Quartet (paperback) £2.50

Notes and Tones

Arthur Taylor.

Available from the author by
mail order: 21, Quai des
Ardennes, 4020 Liege, Belgium
£10

The stranglehold that white
business interests and notions
of culture exert over
innovations in Africa-
American music has meant that
only a small proportion of
what 15 produced is actually
allowed to reach the general
public.

So, too, with the literature
written by blacks about their
music. The varied fortunes of
these two books illustrate the
point. Murray 15 a noted
Harlem journalist and author
who grew up during the period
when the big bands led by
per e like Ellington, Basie and
Lu..ceford dominated the music
and inspired many white
players who went on to greatet
fame and fortune. To gain the
establishment’s acceptance,
Murray produced theories
rather than history, musical or
political analysis. The result is
infuriating,

To Murray, the blues, (and
by that he means ‘jazz’ as well)is
‘good time music, played to
exorcise despair’. The theory is
not new, and by conccntrating
most of his energy on
developing it, he refuses to
acknowledge the possibility
that the music has had any
significance in terms of
resistance, However, when
Lightnin’ Hopkins, the Texas
guitanst, sings lines such as ‘I
would get my shotgun and I
wouldn't be a slave no more’ or
“The next time the Bossman hit
me, I'm gonna give him a big
surprise,” I would suggest there
15 more to the process than
catharsis alone.

Murray drags in Baudelaire,
Malraux, Uncle Tom Cobley
and all, and wins white
approval with his fancy prose
and pontificating. His
American publishers rewarded
him by dressing up his often
dubious theories with
fascinating archive illustrations
and lavish production.

Arthur Taylor on the other
hand, 1s not a wheeler-dealer
with the gift of the literary gab.
He 15 just a drummer’, albeit an
exceptional one, who reasoned
that he could make a better job
than journalists did of
interviewing his peers.
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White critics and
commentators have, after all,
dominated the documentation
of black music, often acting in
collaboration with
entrepreneurs as 1ts self-
appointed guardians. Who
betterequipped than a man who
worked with giants such as
Charlie Parker, Miles Davis
and Bud Powell to help reverse
the balance? Not surpnsingly.
the material Taylor gathered
was pretty radical in its
implications. For siX years he
tried to find a publisher. 1n the
end, he had to print the book
himself, the factor accounting
for its costliness.

The question of control
dominates these conversations.
Equal space 1s devoted to
discussion of the way whites
control-—or try to control-—the
direction of the music, and the
need for blacks to have charge
of their own product. Kenny
Clarke, the founder of modern
jazz drummng, 1s, Iike Taylor,
an American domiciled in
Europe. ,

He makes the interesting
observation that blacks actually
contrelled their mysic more
in the 1920s and 1930s than
they do today, Omette
Coleman describes the process
whereby blacks are often
permitted to knovw about their
music only through whites:
“They have to control what you
do first, then tney give it to you
like Welfare.” It is fascinating
reading.

Of the 27 interviewees—four
are women—drummer Max
Roach and singer/ pianist Nina
Simone are the most self-
consciously aware of the
political nature of their stand.
Others like the trumpeter
Kenny Dorham deny such
tendency or involvement, then
g0 on to make shattering
statements concerning the
process the music has
undergone in order to stay one
stop ahead: ‘Our African roots

Orrnette Coleman

underlay the historical
evolution of our music, but the
rest developed from our trials
and tribulations on the
plantation. And we're still on
that plantation!’

Most of these interviews took
place almost ten years ago but
there is no better way than
‘musician to musician’
conversations to discover how
such artists feel, If some of the
opinions expressed are a little
dated, 1t is necessary to
understand how the analysis of
the role politics play in music
has developed in the black
MUsiclans community.

Previously the ‘Keep politics
out of it” line was the norm—
indeed political analysis was
regarded as a white idea.
However, in the yvears following
the emergence of Malcolm X,
young plavers informed by
socialist ideals as well as ihe
notion of cultural nationalism
have exerted considerable
influence on older generations.
Now there rematn few African-
American musicians untouched
by what they have to say.

Despite the gap between what
15 sald here and what these
players could safely be assumed
to be saying today, all express

Waiking in the gutter

Keep the Home Fires Burning
Cate Haste
Allen Lane £7.50.

This 15 a book ahout
propaganda in England during
the First World War, It shows
very clearly how the
government for the first time
itervened to “create and direct
public opmion’. They mude a
weapon which they pretended
nol to possess but were to use
time and again. The pressure of
public opinion.

This book describes how the
povernment ¢stablished a
Ministry to deal with and vet
the news. Much was censored or
plaved down; notin the cause of
accuracy. [here was no
censorship of highly coloured
atrocity stories, that, despite
large rewards. could never be
substantiated. They were
allowed through to increase the
nadding arocund the cardboard
figure of the *Hun’.

It was a war 1in pursit of
imperial trade: 0 to ensure that
the working class accepted war
conditions  enlistment,
discipline, deprivation,
restriction, and conscription--
it had to become 4 just war, The
"Hun’ became the incarnation of
beastliness, raping and
destroving wherever he went
(for there were, in thus cornic-
strip world, apparently very
{few German women: God,
women and children heing
mainly on the athed side). The
war was being fought apainst
the whole (rerman race who were
ditferent from others, no longer
people. As this book shows, few
soidiers could recognise this
caricature of the enemy who,
left lying dead in the trenches.
looked very much like them, but
did help to create support at
home for a war which needed
justitication.

Ong nasty by-product of the
racialism of war boosting was
the campuign against aliens
that s, toreigners who could not

change their name to Windsor,
The swindler Horatio
Bottomley and the newspaper
baron Lord Northchife were
mast involved in it The
carmpalgn they led was for
deportations; as a result
(rerman waiters lost jobs and
Jewish businessmen were
torced to close down.

The government wis able to
‘vield to public opinion” and use
alicns 4s a sCapegoal In one gasy
movement - —they interncd them
in concentration camps where
conditions were worse than n
Cierman prisoner of war camps.
These ningos also incited crowds
to attack ‘alien’ shops as many
did when the Lusitania was
sunk in 1916

It's a tamiliar micture, made
all the more powertul by the
visual material the author’s
included. The war artists that
worked on posters and
newspapers were {ar more
effective than many who wrote
long arnicles on the *spy
menace . Pick up a copy of any
war comic and you will see the
same inages siill in use.

However, what 18 lacking In
the hook 15 any sustained
anaiysis of, for example, the
effect of the press campaigns,
then and later. and also, the
balance ol forces they
represenied. The book 15 too
bland, too much hke a serigs of
notecards to make Lthe petures
very clear.

There's one big emission-— no
mention of lreland. of great
interest te the peaple she talks
about.

It 1s a book worth getting tor
the library. mianiy tor the
pictures. Svivia Pankhurst's
The Home Fronmr gives a much
better picture of what the home
front really felt Like but it’s sadly
out of print and only in a few
librares. Pankhurst drew
conclusions that are much more
relevant to us than this
contcmpaorary account
although she wrolte 54U years

their
awareness of a
continuing
African tradition

in their work. They
say they have no wish to
deny access to their music to
people from other cultural
backgrounds, providing the
source of their inspiration is
acknowledged. And above all,
while discussing the way that
the superficial dirgction of the
music 1s still dictated by
outsiders, they make it very
clear that blacks, as always,
hold the reins. Val Wilmer

HENFMLLWAL

. Hundredsa of Fooiball =nthusiasts
are joining the Army cdaily.

Don't be jeft behind. I

Let the Enemy hear the “LIONS |
ROAR." :

Jain and be in at

THE FINAL

and give them a

KICK OFF
THE EARTH
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age. However, Cate Hast
provides valuable insights on
the role of the prress and ‘public
opiRion”.
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Dialogue of change

Femininity as Alienation
Women and the Family in
Marxism and Pyscho-analysis
Ann Foreman

Pluto Press £2.40

This book attempts tor cover an
immense terrain in only 160
pages. It discusses ideas about
women's emancipation  from
Wollstonecraft, Mill, Engels,
Bebel, Kellontar to  De
Beauvoir. It provides an
historical survey of the position
of women in the family fromthe
beginnings of the industrial
revolution to the present day,
The relationship between
liberalism, Marxism,
Freudianism and
Existentialism 1s examined.
Finally, she discusses the
women's movement 1n 1ts
boutgeois and working class

forms: the influence of women |

writers on the self-realisation of
women: the contribution of the
women’s movement 1o the

theory and practice of the Left .

in Britain — all of these topics
and others in & clear
unjargonised style and that's
quite an achlevement 1in
synthesis particularly in these
days of High Theory n the
Marxist Academy.

Inevitably there's a lot to
disagres with but | do not want
to give the impression that |
think there is a correct ‘line’ on
feminism from which Ann
Foreman has deviated. In an
area where we are still
struggling with complicated
problems, 1t seems more useful
to open up a dialogue than try
10 disprove points.

She beging her argument with
a discussion of why radical
thought in the {9th century did
not concern itself with women's
emancipation and she claims
that this was a result of the
separation of the public sphere
where the state could
legitimately interfere, from the
private sphere of the family
which was considered man's
personal responsibility.

But the problem goes much
deeper than Ann Foreman here
implies. In fact, man’s private
sphere was subject 1o an
enormous structure of legal,
political, social and ideclogical
restrictions whose main effect
was to Keep women totally
confined to the family and
under the complete domination
of men. Radical thinkers, with
few exceptions, could extend
their ideas of freedom to slaves
or the working class, but to hawve
mcluded women was hterally
unthinkable.

[t took a hundred years of
effort by women in education,
in reform of the marmagze laws,
in opening up the professions,
in organising for the suffrage, in
demanding work outside the
home. i breaking down
notions of gentility and
biclogical inferiority — betfore
ideas of equality came 1o be seen
as applying to them. And inthis
scnse, ‘bourgeols femipism’ was
much morc important than
Freud's discoveries, which Ann
Foreman claims broke up this
rigid scparation of the personal
and the public,

The importance of Freud,
according to Ann Foreman, 15
that his discovery of the
unconscious and his insistence
on the centrality of sexuality 1n
all spheres of life, threw doubt
on the rationahst, evelutionary,
progressive behef in man's
continuwing enlightenment thus
allowing ideas of repression, of
gender acquisition and of
individual motivation to be
openly discussed. Her synthesis
of Marx and Freud leads her to
the following position.

‘In summary, the patterning
af the intimute relations of men
and women is a vital element n
completing the marxist theory
of the development of human
consciousness. The changes in
their form determine whether
human beings experience
themselves spontancously as in
primitive society; or whether a
leve! of reality 1s excluded from
conscious thought as in
capitalist society: or whether
men and women arc able 10
experience themselves
consciously through all their
relations as i a future
communist society’.

This seems to me to be a form
of evolutionary utopanism as
well as avoiding the real
problems about Freud and
Marx which recent ferminist
critigues have raised. Quite
apart from the difficultics [ have
in imagining a future soclety in
which all human beings would
behave consciously and
rationally, 1 do think Ann
Foreman has ignored how the
transition from one kind of
society to another 1s
accomplished.

I do not think it is possibie to
avoid taking seriously the work
that has been done onlanguage,

its relation to psvchological
structures and the acquisition of
masculinity and femininity.
This work is being produced by
ferninists in many areas and s
mainly influenced by Althusser
and Lacan. Although 1 am not




| yet convinced of 1ts usetuiness, [
don’t think it can be left out as
this book tries te do.

[ suppose by implication [ am
saving that [ wonld have hiked a
1ot more historical analysis and
less history of ideas. | don™t
. think vou get nd of the ideas
witich Juliet Mitchell’s book
dealt with by a swift paragraph
condemning her for biologism.

She wrote the book 1n a
| particular context of the late
19605 antagonism to Freud asit
was being used particularly in
America and what she tried to
do was to question the
voluntarism of the woemen's
moverent at that time and ask
more awkward questions about
how we enter the world as sexed
human beings, how we
understand that and how we
could change it — and that it
not as easily dealt with as Ann
Foreman claims.

Nor do [ find the formula
*Capitalism is reification,
femimnity 1s alienation,
therefore both must be
abelished under communism’
very helpful. [s femiminity any
more alienating than
masculinity under patmarchal
capitalist systems? Can we
demand ‘polymorphous
sexuality” without asking
questions about the
socialisation of children in our
future saciety as well as talking
about a new concept of ethics
hetween people in their intimate
relations?

Ann Foreman is rightly
uncompromising in her
criticism of the organised Left
for failing to take seriously the
propesition that at least half the
working class 15 and always has
been female. No-one can read
Marx’s political writings, or
indeed any subsequent Marxist
thinker with a fcw notable
exceptions, without being
aware of how implicitly male
the audience 1s.

This includes contemporary
marxist works — Perry
Anderson, in his
Considerations of Western
Marxism, published by New
L.eft Books in 1976, contains no
. reference at all to the women's
movement althoupgh students
and blacks and Northern
Ireland all get attention; or see,
since | am writing this for
Socialist Review, Tony Cliff's
' articles and books. Could this
. have something to with the
Leninist tradition? or further
back?

As Ann Foreman says: “By
failing to consider personal
interaction a political question,
the forms of orgamsation and
discussion that the left groups
adopted both internally and in
the campaigns that they
mitiated prevented the full

participation of women. The
aggressive and often destructive
approach of men to political
debate reflects their traditional
ahlity to distance themselves
from their political practice,..
Unlike wornen their
involvement in politics has not
required tham to guestion their
very individuality”.

And she goes on to argue that
women should set up caucuses
in all areas of political life so
that ‘perhaps gradually small
workshop discussions, a feature
of the women's movement
which allows the individual to
contribute and recognises the
validity of his or her personal
experience ¢ould replace more
{ormal types of debate’. But the
women's movement and the
socialist ferminists within it are
challenging the Left in a much
mote fundamental way than
Ann Foreman 1s here
suggesting.

But who iIs

Who owns Scotland
John Mcbkwen

ESURB £1.50.

The bulk of Wha thens
Seorfand by 90-vear-old former

lorestry worker John McEwen !

15 O county-ny-county
hreakdown of the highly
concentrated nature of
lindownership in Scotland.
with the predominance of a
small number of vast estates
owned by a few immensely rich
people  with names hke
Vostey, Cowdray and Wills.
The lareest holdimgs 277,000
acres (Duke of Buccteuch).

| 58000 acres (Countess of

It is not just about the style of
sociahist politics and its
alienating effects on women
(and not just women either) but
it 1s also about the different
traditions of socialism. Some
parts of the tradition going right
back to the early |9th century
did take women and sexual
pelitics seriously, they were
often short lived but cropped up
again and again despite the fact
that they were often branded as
Utepian and therefore as
ineffective for winmung state
power.

Feminist historans are
beginming to look again at these
groups and are trying to analyse
why working class women seem
to have drawn back from full
participation in working class
organisation at certain periods,
as well as asking what difference
dogs 1t make to Marx's analysis
of capitalism if the sexual
division of labour 1s seen as

Sutherlind  whose ancestors’
sport wis substituting <heep for
peonle o the Highlinds) seem
refics of o by pone class
NITLCLLre.

MeTwen's maimnindictment is
of the wiaste of resources caused
bv metficient farming and
forestry. and above all by the
vast tracts of land kept idle for
the hunting pursuits of the
richer seetions of the English
and Scottish hourgeoisic. But

MoFwen sees tand ownership as

A separite probiem from
capitalist ownership in
poneril, and looks, somewhat
lediwrously o o labour

moee lrooks on /aayeQS./

BOOKMARX CLUB
Selections for the third quartar
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LIST A
Rghts at Work Jeremy McMullen

[£2 25) Latest ‘workers

handbook’ on empltoyment lawv,
essential to ail active trade
unionists.

Ecotopia Ernest Callenbach
(£1.20) New nowvel explores the

problems of the transition to
soclalism.

LIST B

Class, Race and Warker
insurgency James Geschwender
(£3.50)

Stunning history of Detroit's
League of Revolutionary Black
Woaorkers.

LIST C

Revolt on the Clyde Willy
Gallacher (£2 75) Inspiring
classic of the struggles on the
Chyvde in the first world war.

+ two out-of-print histancal
reprints, John Wheatiey's 1907
play, How the Miners were
Robbed and JT Murphy's 1817

pamphlet 7he Workers
Commitiee.

fundamental
as class struggle.
We need to
know a lot more
about the Social
Democratic tradition
hefore 19[4 and its
relationship to bourgeois
ferminism and we need to take a
long look at Leninist theories of
the Party and the State and the
consequences for political
organisation ¢n the Left.

In particular I would like to
know why the Left failed to
respond to the women's
movement in the early 1970s
attacking us as bourgeocis
femimists even though many
male political activists knew
many of us well and knew that
we had spent many vears
alongside them n political

groups. But obviously things
today are beginning
to  change.

to control it?

Ciovernment tor a radical
soldtion, While the SNP ¢alls
lot a hreak up of the large
cstates and tor the iand o be
used by small and nuddime

tarmers. John MeTwen wants o

Roval Commission, o register
of lund wse. and eventualls,
1atiomlisation 1o impr:m:
cHicleney (but nothing about
Wiy s 10 casrfeod the Tand)y,

Despite these congelusions, thy

Jean MeCrinddle.
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Man's Estate Andre Malraux
(£1.10) Ciassic novel of China's
gbortive 1927 revolution
The-Arms Bazaar Anthony
Sampson{f1.25) The companies,
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Vickers to Lockheed

The Mourned One Stanlake

samkange (£1.20} Exposes the
ruthiess treatment of black

politicals tn colonial Rhodesia.

LIST E

Warmern Artists Peterson &
Wilson. (£3 9b) Excellent new
anthology shows how women
artists have been "hidden from
history’

To join send £4 50 to get list A
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Bookmarx Club, 265 Seven
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Heroes
Coming home

For an industry that has created
so many of the standard images
of war and made vast profits
from these images, Hollywood
has been extremely reluctant to
make films about Vietnam,
Early in the days of American
involvement there was a John
Wavne vehicle The Green Berer.
which took a predictably
imperialist line. Wayne was the
‘sheriff” facing up to the
savagery of the outlaws; Red
Indians of Vietnam.

But as the war continued
Hollywood seemed to pretend
that it did not exist. Asthe NLF
moved on to the offensive and
the influx of Gls in¢reased the
war hegan to have a profound
effect on American society, and
the mass movement against the
war was born. But apart from
Haskell Wexler's Medium
Cool, which looked at Chicago
during the Democratic
convention of 1968, and the
award winning documentary
‘Hearts and Minds’ Vietnam
disappeared off the screens.
Could 1t be that the world’s
higgest movie industry had
nothing to say about one of the
most significant anti-imperialist
struggles of the century?
Twenty vears after Joe
McCarthy's with hunt,
Hollywood was paralysed into a
passive neutratity.

But now that the war 1s over,
Johnson 1s dead. Nixon 1s
disgraced and Carter 13
rumoured not even to know

- where Vietnam 5. the time 13

ripe for reappraisalis. A number
of films currently on release
make references to Vietnam in
such a way that suggest thatitis
becoming obligatory or even
chic to do so. Two films which
aree largely concerned with the
impact of Yietnam have been
released in London recently and
both can soon expect national
distribution.

Herces 13 very much a
formula movie. While there 1s
nothing inhergntly wrong with
formula movies they do need
something special to make them
distinguishable from all the
other formula movies. And
Vietnam is used as a gimmick 1n
this case. Otherwise, it follows
the set pattern of taking a male
star—Richard Winkler, better
known as the Fonz—who s
searching for some Ufopian
solution by travelhing West to
California,

His search 1s {ruitless but he
finds himself through the love
of a good woman. One of her
lines runs—*‘Please don't be
crazy, Jack . . . you don’t need
anybody but you . .. and you

24

Fietram veterans fabovei ax Hollvwood imaees and thefow i realite as
AMFi-war demansiratars

have me’. The aftermath of
YVietnam will be contained and
resolved within a new nuclear
family unit. The references to
the war are almost totally
superficial and the
contradictions between his
involvement in the war as a
soldier and her involvement in
the peace movement are never
explored at all. You'd probably
learn as much about Vietnam
from reading the Dandy as vou
would be seeing Heroes,

Coming hormte 15 something
<lse. 1t too 15 a formula movie
but of a more subtle sort. it has
three big stars, Jane Fonda. Jon
Voight and Bruce Dern. 1wo of
whom are likely to find
themselves through true love,
Contemporanecus music by
Dylan and the Stones 15 used as
a background, but it does
concern itself with the impact of
the war on the lives of these
undividuals. Through their
experience, we can perceive the
beginnings of the change of
consciousness that shook USA
in the jate 1960,

Sally (Jane Fonda)is married
to Bob (Bruce Dern}, an
unquestioningly patriotic
Marine captain who goes off to
VYietnam. In his absence, she
becomes a voluntary Hospital
worker and meets Luke (Jon
Yoight), an old school mate
who has been made paraplegic
by the war. Sally and Luke fall
in love of course. Bob is soured
by the war, especially when he is
invalided out after shooting
himself in the foot. His sense of
rejection and bitterness
increases when he discovers that
his wife and her lover have been
under FBI surveillance.
Sometimes Hollywood is so
obsessed by 1ts won stereo-
typing process that it makes its
good characters totally good
and the bad characters tetally

bad.

But despite these elements of
corny sentimentality, the film
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does show these individuals in
the process of being changed by
the war in such a way that we
can relate to them. 1 uke's anger
develops from being 4
frightemng, uncontrollable
force into an articulate
statement of the folly of the
Amenican wnvolvement In
Vietnam. He chains himself to
the gates of a military base in
protest against the war and
addresses meetings of school
students as a counter to the
official propaganda about the
Marines.

Sally is transformed from an
eager-to-please conventional
army wife to an independent
woman, angry at both what she
[inds m the veterans' hospital
and at the indifference of the
other army wives to the
veterans' problems,

The film is in the best liberal
tradition of Hollywood and, as
such takes a position only on
the individual charactersand no
more. Within that context, it is
excellent. The fact that Bob,
Sally and Luke are such
ordinary, everyday Americans
gives the portrayal of the
upheaval of their lives a
particular value. For it was
from people like Luke and Satlly
thal the anti-war movement
grew. See it. Bob Canr.

photy LNS Women's Graphws Collective

Looking for Mr
Goodbar

Diane Keaton is  crippled,
physically, by a spine disease,
mentally by the contlict
between the face of purtanism,
represented by her  highly
Catholic father (1it’s a hie i
conttadiction) and the sexual
freedom of her sister.
Hellyweod 15 telling us that
liberation leads to decadence,
repression lkeads to rebellion,
leaving not much room for an
Answer.

Ms Keaton represents the
conflict. She s at once a teacher
ot the deafl and a sexually free
woman who descends into the
world ot late night bars. We
have our black man. Surprise
surpnse, he’s baid and 1 pusher.
He speaks only to utter ‘man’
and ‘babe’.

Diane’s sister, well she beds
the nch. Two things about this.
How does a Catholic from (to
pick a cliche) the wrong side of
the fance marry a night sider?
Needless to say the ¢crossing of
the fence is never shown.

Why do so many ‘meaningful’
films spend so much time in
bed” It sells, sex thatis. The film
15 practically made 1n
bedrooms, very commerical
The sex involves no love. just
wars sex wars the conflicts
of society come out in bed. no
where else. Sexist stuff: when a
woman savs ‘no’ she means
‘ves'. She enjoys semi-rape. She
has no control.

When a liberal Hollywood
film attacks liberals, it does it in
the most hberal ways. The
welfare man 13 shown stopping
the welfare for the poor black
mother of a child Diane teaches.
Diane gets cute, and angry
What do you know. not only 1s
weifare restored but the child
who's learning had been held up
by lack of a hearing aid, gets one
on welfare. Didn't know 1t was
s0 casy. The welfare man falls in
love wiath the heroine {1t 15 the
moviesh), The film bhas a way
out cocaine, One of the
Tovers' persyades our heroine

cto soiff, ‘soiff this, i'll make
your country great’ -that if
your brain survives to enjoy it.
Rather temporary.

How does it end? Interesting
this, the ultimate cop out. Dvane
15 killed by a gay with guih
feelings, he didn’t make 1t witk
her, couldn’t take his gayness

Yes a puritan film, looking at
puritanism and its effects is
rather like the police -
vestigating allegations of police
brutality it comes io noconcly
sion, except the old Hollywood
maoral: ‘If you live by the gun
vou will die by the gun' 4dam

| Nidron
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David Fdgar'sthesis  that the
dominant forms 1n which
drama conveying the dominant
deology, 18 cast, propels
socialist writers along the path
of sceking forms, which clearly
differentiate themselves from
the dominant ones — 18 a useful
introduction to a much-needed
debate heing opened up, regar
ding the stvle and aesthetic that
socialist writers adopt.

For too long, style has been
thought of as a matter of a
writer's petsonal idiosynerasy: a
mannensm or quirk peculiar to
the ndividual 1o question.
Edward Bond had his clipped
spcech, Harold Pinter his
pauscs, Peter Weiss his spare
poetic couplets, and so on, And
for cach new vogue writer,
discovered by the bourgeois
fame-machine, there wouldbea
host of imitators. Style was
perceived as being subject to
fushion, and the marketability
of a play dependent on meeting
what was fashionable.

To kick off the debate, |
would hke to offer a few self-
critical comments on some
plays 1 have written. Believing
the personal te be pohtical, 1
don’t see this as an introverted
activity: T hope that a desctip-
tion of the pressures to break
with a realistic mode, felt by one
individual engaged in writing
plays, might spark a
discussion with others
engaged in the same
process, from  which
some useful  general

conclusions might emerge, 2
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What seems

to be wrong with

writing in a realist mode?
(1) The
conditions of perfor-
mance act against it:-

It feels a very fiabby, un
economic use of stage time. to
have to spend time “establishing
a character’, then developing it,
then ‘rounding it off satisfac-
toriky’.

Most socialist theatre groups
play n venues, where to go on
for more than an hour risks
boredom and walkout. For a
public meeting, 20 minutes 1§ a
hot, f{or street theatre ten
Working class audiences aren’t
mn the habit of sitting through
five acts, with two Intervals.
Brevity requires cutting out the
tlab.

Most of my plays have an
Odyssey-type  structure, in
which ome or two central
characters, who may acquire
and lose companmons, interact
with a succession of incdents,
on their path through life. The
Incidents are peopled by a large
number of incidental characters
who only appear one. Working

A

with small casts, usually tins
means, some performers appear
in five or six small *hat-change’
parts, while one or two per-
formers have ‘through-
characters’, and no other paris.

The faet of the small cast, the
tact of a performer being scen in
five or six parts, with hittle time
or facilities to change costume,
pushes the writing in the direc-
tion of a stylised non-illusionist
mode.

As compared te the
bourgeois  theatre  building
where actors slip in and out of
the stage door, in a dark hack
alley, unnoticed by the audience
who are segregated from them,
by the pomp and glare of the
brightly Lt foyer-entrances,
what usually happens in a
working-class venue, is that the
whole ot the theatre group are
seen carrying in their props and
set, and are often given a hand
by members of the audience.

‘This means the audience see
members of the theatre group
‘out of character’: as
themselves, and doing work.

This has 1mmediate im-
phcations for the possibility of
illusiomst kinds of theatre
having any chance of working,
in a working-class venue. It is
very difficult to ‘suspend your
disbelief’ and 1imagine the actor
really IS the part he or she is
portraying, when you have seen
them sweating upstairs with the

PA systern ten minutes before,
or they've just asked you where
the bogis — ina rather differem
voice and accent from the one
they are now using in the perfor-
marnce.

Having some notion of the
actor as a real person
neccessarlly mediates the way
an audience sees the character
portayed. It pushes the writing
in the directton of the Brechtian
idea of admitting that a part is
being portrayed, and that the
actor 15 a separate person with
their own view of the behaviour
of the character being
demonstrated. The i1llusionist
theatre can only thrive, where
the actor is anonymous, Or 50
famous that only an image of
the real person is known to an
audience. If you can get close
enough to know they sweat, or
have bad teeth, the illusion i3
much harder to sustain,

(2) It wastes time getting to the
point:-

An example of the clumsy
and artificial flab of realst
theatre, 15 1n the way informa-
tion an audience needs to know
15 conveved: 1t has to be woven

in te a ‘credible’

comversation. But in a
stylised theatre: one

{from 'Heroes Fir For Homtes, a

play or pensioners)
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15t offtcial: (oonng enthusiasm) ¢ ‘
Hello. | am a junior official
from the DHSS, and | am

here 10 try and help people.

Znd official: (oozing disapprovil)
1 am a senior official from
the DHSS and ! am here to
safeguard the public purse
from  scroungers and
parasites.
fst official:  There’'s an awful lot of
people who don’t realse
they're entitled to  gel
benefits from us, and I'm
going to tell them how to get
them’

2nd  officia! There’s an awful lot of
people who get benefits they
don't deserve and I'm going
to stop them! and the best
way to stop them 1s: not to
let them know what they're
entitled to in the first place!

Enter a claimant

'st officialhello! you've come for
supplementary benefit?

2nd  officiai:-well you're on the wrong
floor

{xt officiglsit down, make yourself
comfortable

2nd  officigl:you're going to be here at
teast two hours...

The characters introduce themselves and
their motivations. Their contrasting at-
titudes are emphasised by the similar
phrasing of their equally-weighted speeches.
They don't have names, we aren’t interested
int details of their home life. Yet there 15 a
clear humorous relationship set up at once:
the senior official is going to have torestrain
the generosity of the junler one, 1o the
claimants, and hide information awav, that
the junior will want to display, and hush her
up from saying toc much.

Yet basically they aren’t characters, they
are ideologies, the junior official is the
helping hand of the Welfare State, the safety
net beloved of Bevenidge. The senior official
is state attitudes to the unemployed, as
conveyed through the media. They are
respectively how the DHSS 15 supposed to
work, and how it does actually wark in
practice,

The claimam experiences the contradic-
tions bhetween the officials; between what
vour rights to benefit are, and what your
rights to benefit are, and what you are told
they are.

| arrived at these characters. by clanfying
the political points tc be made: about the
Social Security system, deciding that the
most obviously recopnisable aspect to an
audience is that DHSS offices are usually
unhelpful and unfriendly places, and con-
ceived of the hopefully amusing idea of a
scene where vou were plied with tea and
sympathy in a DHSS office, by incredibly
helpful staff: it would be amusing because
everyone in the audience would recognise
that life is exactly the opposite, 11 never
would happen like that,

Then the idea of a double-act of how it
isn't. and how it is, both going on at once,
occurred to me, and the characters that
would be useful 10 the point that was to be
made, were able to be found. A realist play
would start with characters, and work out
what they wounld do, afterwards, once
estabhished.

Bauhaiis svmbolist theaire of Ovkar Schiemmer

(3) The demands of credibility, ‘It wouldn't
happen like that, prove to be anti-
imaginative.

In trying to write a realist scene, 1 find
mavself constantly nervously checking up
whether X ‘really woutd speak like that’. I
feel bound by the presence of demands of
versimilitude — surface truth, rather than
the truth of the relationships which are being
dramatised.

Writing socialist plays, one is almost
always going to have a character who bas
political consciousness and insight, com-
municating this insight to others, 1o help
make sense of their expetience. Dramatising
such scenes convincingly, is often difficult.

A realist play will have its consclous
character try and slip into the conversationa
line like:

‘[ was reading a book the other day, byaman
called Marx, and what he said was.....’

and a three-page political lecture will be
punctuated by the occasional ‘oh, really”
and ‘| don’t quite see how..." from the passive
less-conscious characters, who simply exist
to cue a further burst of insight; message.

What is going on here, is that the political
point which is to be made, is simply being
made. Much as it was made in the early
stages of discussing what the play should say.
It hasn't progressed any further, Being freed
from the requirement to sound sincere and
authentic, allows the writer to use her or his
imagination to find a better way of making
the same point, more convineingly.

One of the problems of trying te build
pays up from improvisations, 1s that actors
sometimes want the eventual script to sound
like their early improvisations. Im-
provisations are naturalistic, and 90 per cent
of it padding, not useful to the final script.
Writing could perhaps be defined astheartof
pruning, throwing away, selecting the
essential from the dross.

in rejecting realism, what forms

do you reach out for, and why?

This question should be asked of several
writers. Three forms I use quite often, are
declamatory verse, counterpoint and what |
have called magnified realism. I shall
describe them first, and then try and analyse
what I find apt, and useful, about them.




{a) Declamatory verse:-

Verse playvs have virtually disappeared,
since the 1930s, so [ only tend to use snatches
of verse, at most twenty lines at a time. It
seems 1o offer the opportunity for a
character to crystallise their basic outlook.
Sometimes, 1t 15 sung: c.g. 1n ‘Work Kills', a
musical about health & safety at work, a
judge about to hear a claim for compensa-
tton for an industrial injury, strides on, and
declaims:-

‘Judge: now I'ma hgh courtjudge don't
you Kknow you will be beaten? for
{ learnt which side ['m on the
playing fields of Etan!...

Sometimes 1 use it to highlight my
criticisms of a characters aspirations-: e.g. in
‘Geordie and the Dragon’, a pantomime, |
nad the youthful protagonist (hung up on
smali-boy hero myths) declare:

‘Geordie: Tl sail across the seven seas and
hunt the dragon where'er |
please I'll slay the beast with my
sword and get the Duke of
Edinbugh’s award’

The inflated style being used to deflate the
character...

>
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{b) Magmified realism:-

One of my major objections to realism, is
the way it narrows down meaning to the
highly specific. Because locale and setting
have 1o be made specific, the andience tends
not to make any connection between the
situation dramatised, and other similar
situations, where similar relationships exist.

[ would like to encourage such iteedom of
association amongst an audtence, and | feel [
have to make my meaning less specific to
ergourage it.

E.g. in Panda Mo Ni Um Moves On, a
children's piay about a socialist Paddington
Bear, a Panda called Mo N1 Um, come to
Britain on her holidays... The Panda, a
truant schoolgirl, and a youth dnfting from
one Jab to another, all get put away, 1n an
institution known as the Silly House, whose
warden is an apparently kindly man called
Mr. Sensible.

I don't specity that this 15 a Community
Home, or a Lunatic Asylum. I dor’t want
kids to go away thinking ‘that was a play
about a Lunatic Asylum'. By being neither,
but being a Silly House, it can be both, and
stand for all institutions where people are
locked up for heing different, by a society
that defines them as deviant.

The mechanism whereby you get put away

one 1s called “silly’ three times, and then
they lock you up — is pure fantasy. But i1t is
more powerfully suggestive, particularly
when the characters start to internalise their
label, and beheve they really are silly, and
ask Mr. Sensible whether they will ever be
sensible again... than an equivalent highly
specitic realist play would be, consumed in
details about particular sections of par-
ticular Mental Health Acts,

My interest was in linking how outsiders,
itinerants, rebels, people who ask guestions,
and people whose lifestyle differs from the
majonty get treated by the ‘normals’ and
persons in authority. My interest was in the
hnk between similar processes, not in the
detail of one particular process.

And so, [ had to devise a form that helped
dramatise what I was interested 1n. And |
dubbed it ‘Magnified Realism’. 1 gather.
though I've mot seen the film, that there is a
place known as The House That Drrives You
Mad, which stands for all bureaucratic
institutions run on paperwork, in the latest
Asterix fum. An image lrom the same stock.

(¢) Counterpoint:-

Perhaps its clearest why this techrugue is
useful. It enables contradictions to be stated
in simple graphic terms, by selecting op-
posites for how they mutually contrast: e g_
in a World War | sequence from Heroes Fit
For fH{omes: women are singing softly (to the
tune of “Where Have All the Flowers Gone™}
whilst Lloyd George is on a soapbox.
encouraging the soldiers at the front, who
mime war actions front stage:-

‘Women (singing}: Whut happened to those
promiscs?
long since broken

Lloyd George:a land flowing with milk and {

honey

Women: (resumingsong)iremember il
those promises

long time ago?

Lioyd Georgechomes fit for heroes
to return to L)

Each holds their pose, while the other
speaks or sings - - the eftect of breaking the
normally contipuous song into single hnes,
ke this, 1s to make you listen to what the
words. 1o 4 lamihiar tune. are saying.

The song is used to undermine the
politicians's hollowness, in a way that & long
speceh e realist play could never dos the
actor would have to make Tlovd Georoee give
himseil wwas, whereas, using counterpoin
thie total stxtement coming from the st
clarthios our atttude to each of the pares,
Realivm would give us the parts in e
order, not 1n simultaneous contrast, and
Methe tie conngetions more Liboured, s o
slower cxposition.

rown with allusionian’

The storming of the Wineer Paloce re-enacied in
1920 wirh 6,000 pgrifcipams, warched By over
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Craven and/or sinister

Soviet Writers” Congress 1934
Maxim Gorky. Karl Radek,
Nikolar Bukhanin, Andrey
Zhdanov and others
Lawrence and Wishart

£2.75

This volume of speeches
delivered at the Soviet Wirtery
Congress in 1934 15
simultancously a usctul and a
deeply disgracctu! book,

Usctul becawse 1t was at thil
Congress that Zhdianoy,
Secretary of the Central
Comnuttee of the CPSLL
unveiled the theory of sociahs
realism that has clogped Soviet
literature ever sinee, His crucial
address to the delegates 1s here
1o full. Sotooas 'Poelty, Poctics
and the Problems of Poctry it
the USSR, an intniguing paper
by Bukharin which ranges trom
an analysis of the language of
poetry through a powerful
assessment of Mavakovsky and
others to end with a moving call
tor a cammunism that "aims at
an infinitely diversified
development of human wants’
inciuding, among other things,
4 new eroticy’

Mo, tor these documents,
much thanks. But the book s
nonctheless a disgrace. Why?
Because it is 4 facsimile reprint
of 2 1935 edition of the main
Congress speeches with no
added notes, commentary or
introduction of any kind. The
only new matetial 15 an
ambiguous piece of blurb onthe
hack cover that tells us that the
Congress marked “the
culmination of one of the
richest periods of Soviet literary
production’ and “summed up

and closed this first mementous
epoch’

Culminauon and close it
certainly was. The Congress
was held in August 1934, the
month in which Stalin seems (o
have decided on the murder of
Kirov. First Sccretary of the
l.emmngrad Party. That murder
was carried out four months
later and belore the end of the
vear the arrests and exgcufions
had begun. Stalin™s massive
purge was underway.

There were Tive main
speakers at the 1934 Writers”
Congress and their words make
up this volume Fhdanov,
Giorky, Radek, Bukhann and
Stetsky, Gorky was the first to
go, poisoned tn June 1936
almost certainly on Stalin's
orders. Radek was next,
arrested in September 1936,
sentenced to an Arctic labour
camp in 1937 and murdered
there two vears later. Bukharin
followed. arrested in February
1937, tricd and shot in March
1938, Stetsky teo was arrested
in 1937 and later shot.

Only the appalling Zhdanov
survived, succreding Kirov as
Secretary of the Leningrad
Party and purging i
comprehensively. Later, as
member of the Polithbureau with
special responsibiluy for
propaganda, he was to be
Stalin's culturai hitman from
1938 till his own death 1n [94%.

All of this information iy
tairly easy to come by but nore
ot it is herc 1n this edition. It
should be. To shide quietly over
awkward truths. to palm off a
document such as this without
any attempt to acquaini readers

Gorky addressing the 1934 Soviet Wrirers’ Congress.
~0

with its context is to perform a
huge disservicee to the socialist
movetment.

1 do not intend this to be read
as a piece of routine
sectarianism, bashing Lawrence
and Wishart because of ther
links with the Communist
Party. Every socialist is
indebted to Lawrence and
Wishart for the stream of
valuable texis they have
brought us over the years.

But what on earth are they
doing when they reprint entirely
without comment of any kind a
lurid threat such as this one
from Zhdanov: ‘Under the
leadership of Comrade Stalin.
the Party is organizing the
masses for the final hquidanon
of capitalist elements . . . a
threat that within a couple of
vears was to cost the lives of the
bulk of the old Bolsheviks
sitting listening to him? In what
spirit 1s this sort of barbarism
heing offered to rcaders in 19787
Surely it would only be of value
in the shape of an edition that
madc a rigorous attempt to
come to terms with these
proceedings. 1o salvage from
them what is worthwhile and to
signpost what is lethal.

What, for example. are we to
make of the contribution of
Bukharin, a man still not fully
rehabilitated in the Soviat
Union? His speech reads like an
honest. if flawed and tentative
attecmpt by someone already on
the way out to think about a
cuitural poliicy that on the one
hand doesn’t reduce poetry 10
rhymed versions of Central
Committec minutes but 15 on
the other hand centrally aware
of the coming to power of the
other Nazis in 1933 and the
implications of that for the
world and its wniters. 1here™
still food for thought here, but
1t's hkely that the modern
reader will miss it. stopped In
his! her tracks several dozen
pages earlier by Radek’s bovine
chauvinism or by this sort of
nambing rubbish from
Zhdanov: *At the Seventeenth
Congress of our Party,
Comrade Stalin gave a
masterful. unsurpassed analysis
of our victones and the tactors
conditioning them . .

To repriat chunks of mouldy
Stalimism of that type with only
the ambiguous
recommendations of the blurb
as comment 15 either a major
miscalculation or gloomy
evigence of that cultural
thuggery that the socialist
movement (not to mention the
world) can do without. The
decision to publish this book in
this form is either craven or
simister. Probably it's both.
Faul O Flinn

To be
handled
with
care!

The Wealth of Some Nations
Malcolm Caldwell

Fed Press

Hardbhack £5.00 Paperback
£330

The hlurb on the cover asks
some vital questions which
certainly require answers, “Why
are two third of the world (sic)
impovenished?. "Have we
exhausted the soil’s capacity to
[eed our present world
population? . . . Should we
knowingly destroy our natural
cnergy resources coal and otl?.

Caldwell is known to be a
Marxist, but he wants to answer
all his guestions In an entirely
new way, In doing so he makes
some appalling statements
which ultimately betray his
brand of "Marxism’,

He starts with an interesting
analysis of teod and cnergy
production and heavily
ctiticises Western countries tor
the abuse of non renewable
energy sources for anything
ather than {ood production.
Although it s true that pure
encrgy. as 1n nuclear power,
can't be used directly to aid food
production, his suggestion
ultimately tforsees a worker
contridlled Rank Howvis

Mc Dougall producing plastic
bread. Unfortunately, an
efficienst use ot resources under
capitalism means a profirable
ane and the technology of
production 15 ingxtricably
Hinked with this. Neither does
his analysis take any account of
the ownership ol production.

He then describes with some
accuracy what a nasty thing
tmperialism 18-—It means that
the poor of the world cannot
even achieve the hell we have in
the ‘overdeveloped’ West. WNo
mentien of the working class, its
strengths or weaknesses, merely
the subservience of the whole
society to imperialism,

In the section on the
‘overdeveloped’ countries, the
working class ¢come in tor more
attention but chiefly to be
accused of decadence and
overconsumption {¢g the use of
the Pill and cannabis). More
seTiously he draws on some very
reactionary theories on the
productive and unproductive
sectors. In the UK much
publicity was given by the
Suriday Times 10 the findings of
two cconomists who claimed




that the problem with the UK
CCONOMY wWis dn excess of
‘unproductive’ workers. This
convenicntly appeared at the
time of preparation tor perhaps
the greatest onslaught by the
government on pubhe sector
services and jobs.

But Caldwell echaoes i totally
when on page 130 he states
“There seems very Iuttle room tor
doubt that the working classes
ol the overdevioped countrics
would be better oft il the
tertiary sector were redally
drasucally pruned {(given that
this was done by a radical
sacialist government, not by a
conscervative liberal or social
democratic one) What an
afterthought ! 1! And no
suggestion of where this
government will emerge from.

He continues by invoking the
mseudo Marxist theory of
unequal exchange which alleges
that the waorking clays 1 the
imperialist countries have
henchitted matenally from the
exploitation of workers and
resources in the poor countnies,
Thus according to Caldwell it
seems that the working class in
the West is greedy and partly (o
blame for its own condition so 1t
can Tot m hell,

But not tor long! Finally his
determinatlion to suggest
solutions to ruling class
problems wins out, I seems that
the UK's main problem.
perhaps after it has acquited by
some unspccificd means a
radical soctalist government’ 1§
to achieve selt sufticicncy in
[ood supplics. For example, the
LK, with 1.5 per cent of world
population consumes [ per
cent ol world fishmeal
another damming indictment ot
the greed of British workers.
Onc policy objective suggesicd
is withdrawal trom the EEC!
But the only forces operating in
the direction of this sclt
sufficiency scem to be the
middle class hippies with their
brown rige communes in Wales,

But 1t would be wrong to
dismiss Caldwell as naive. His
analysis s strongly motivated
hy his adulation of the societics
that are already on the way (o
self sufficient and rationally
organised nirvana  China,
Yietnam. Laos. North Korea
and the prize, references to
which pepper the book -
Cambodia {or Kampuchea as it
is now called by its best friends).

Nespite some 1nteresing
inlormation in the first
chapters, the hook 1s totally
lacking in any analysis of the
warking class or 1ts role in
changing society. As one of the
first books m its (eld, it should
be handled with extreme care!
Svhil Coek
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A bitterness beyond description

The General Strike

20 Drawings by Andrew Turner
Introduction by Ray
Watkinson

Journeyman Press, £2.50

Andrew Turner is quite
obviously a very talented artist
and this book is a valuable
contribution to working class
art. Being the son of a miner
who experienced the lockout of
1926, I'm sure Andrew Turner
must have been brought up with
stories of the lockout told in
bitterness which no historian
could ever describe. This 1
behieve has given an edge to his
work which many
contemporaries would find

hard 1o create for example,

the way he has used the Lodge

banners. the banner being of
great significance to miners and
looked after with great care,

The book tells the story i

drawings of how the working
class were betrayed by their

Towards a

Aestheties and Politics
Bloch, Lukacs, Brecht,
Benjamin, Adorno

New Left Books £6.50

The present debate on how art
should serve or promote
socialism are still being plagued
by the old quarrel between the
realists and modernists.
Realists legislate that art should
document, thus resemble,
reality. The modernists
promote the strategy that art,
being not simply an effect ofthe
real, but a constituent part of
reality, is therefore a materialist
practice, distupting, analysing,
interregating reality,

The modernists lambast the
realists for their lack of
independence, their slavish
devotion to bourgeois forms.

leaders, he has captured the fear
on the faces of the Trades Unicn
leaders, fear not of the ruling
class but of the working class.
Fear which led to the General
Strike being called off and the
miners being left to fight on
alone, which led to a
humiliating defeat for them.

There are a couple of poeints
in the intreduction which 1
disagree with; one in particular
where Ray Watkinson uses a
quote from Robin Page Arnot
in which he states emphatically
that the 1926 strike was no
defeat and that ternble as was
the immediate outcome for
thousands of workers, the
experience of the general strike
did much to consolidate our
trades union movement, and
that the General Strike saved
the British labour movement.
Well, while not wanting to cross
swords with such an eminent
historian as Robin Page Arnot,
[ feel 1 must disagree,

new realism

their confusion of reality and
art, and therefore their accent
on imitation and finally for
being revointionary in intent
hut reformist 1 practice. The
realists curl their hps and send
the modernists back to the
ghetto art galleries and sneer at
their ¢litism,

This book, a collection of
Marxist £ssayvs on aesthetics
and politics does 1f nothing else
clarify the genesis of these
arguments, as the writers fight
round after round in what 15 a
merciless battle for the ‘correct’
strategy.

The Hungarian Marxist
Georg Lukacs, defending
realism against what he sees as
the decudence of modernism,
slaps the ‘expenimenters’ for
their wilful tragmentation of

Being the son and grandson
of a miner and also one myself |
have been brought up with
stories of the 1926 lockout and
the subsequent defeat. Stones
of men going back to work
cap in hand with all the
indignities that followed.
Militants rooted out and told
no'work was available for them.
Working for less wages than
they were originally offered.
The growth of Spencerism
{company unions) in
Nottinghamshire---something
which the Notungham coalfield
has even now not recovered
from.

The attack of the 1930s on
unemployment, which 1'm sure
could only have been carried
out on an already beaten
working class, I feel, answers
any doubts about this.

lgnoring the long
introduction the book 1s worth
buyving for any General Strike
addicts like myself. Ray Pratr

reality which reflects both their
blindness to the already existing
[ragmentation of capitalism
and their lack of respect for
iraditions —which result in their
mevitable disinheritance and
exile to outer space,

Bertolt Brecht sends lukacs
back where he came from,
accusing him of formalhism for
using the outmoded model of
the 191h century realist novel
for his precepts and for tis
refusal to change the nature of
realism as capitalism changes,

Theoder Adorno, one of the
leading lights of the Frankfurt
school of Marxist theorists,
accuses Brecht of not meeting
his theoretical quests because of
the bad and naive politics of his
plays, and of fulfilling in his

final works the role of a

29




[ B B

D e ————

handyman to Stalimist politics.
Adorno finally accuses
committeed art a la Brecht of
being the living proof of the
spirit of catastrophe that 1t
sepnt its time warning against.
Reading these essays the
would-be practitioner will
bump into clues and false trails
trving to solve the ever present
accusations being hurled at ari
in the name of socialism or at
socialism inthe name of art. For
each prescription lends wind to
the opposition sails, each
accuser can be confronted with
his victims® ¢cry. In this double
edged reading of these essays
lies the real ¢lue as to what
should be the difference
between our diebates and the
ebb and rush of the argument in
the 1930s. The writers of these
essays were working when their
political quests were being
circumscribed by two
Leviathans of Reason—
Stalinism and Fascism.
Lukacs' defence of realism
wis not only a means of
confronting what he considered
to be the irrationality of
fascism, but of representing
class consciousness 1n the
rationality of the Party. Itisno
accident that the question
continually raised in works of
Ken L.oach and Tony Garnett 1s
the absence of an orthodox
Trotskyist Party, and that the
politics of, for example, The

%“I .
P
Biar
ety
-_t--i-
g

Bertholt Brechr
Davs of Hope are those of
betraval. Adorno took refuge
from the leviuthans by
disrobing art of any political
intent and taking comfort in an
all-en¢compassing pessimism,

We are the inheritors of that
helocaust and what we haveasa
result is, in the main, a society
corroded by that well known
social-democratic chemical,
commoen-sense. A culture where
all late-night calls to freedom
are lampooned as stalinist

&1

pumpkins, where the growing
desires of change are either
stilled by fear or marketed as
illusory spectacles whose sole
design is t0 contain the dream
within a dream. To repeat then
the arguments of the [930s
continuously sows the discord
that these positions were meant
to alleviate. No position on i1ts
own 1s safe when tested by the
complex realities of our
political culture.

Realism cannot cope with the
‘paralysis of the will’ if it does
not criticise its strategies for
inducitig it; its hermetically
closed creations—its secret and
polite ways of introducing a tip-
toe marxism in a reality that
cannot in all honesty contain
it—It depends on truth
breaking through prejudice
when it 1s these very prejudices
that have created the reality in
the first place. And finally, it

relies on drowning the viewer in
sympathy or anger, harnessing
the viewer's heartbeat to its own
rhythm, allowing no distance
and therefore no memory.

.- Modernism, on the other
hand, for all its powers in
challenging our perceptions can
quickly turn into a cultural
commodity in the absence of an
audience that could turn these
perceptions in revolutionary

politics. It also can give waytoa
pessimism that reduces reality

to a mere series of signs,
granular semaphors tilting
against only one windmill, its
own,

Tossing and turning between
these contradictions we learn
that our practice lies at the point
where these two posLtions
conflict. To cope with the
corporate culture of
multinational hands in mass

media's pockets, where
positions are rigorously
assigned 16 the worker both as
producer and viewer, a new
realism is called for which will
confront the paralysis through
its content and form.

Revolutionaries too often
reduce art to tinsel in their
otherwise dry politics on the last
column of the last page of their
paper. Yet art and its conflicts
are central to our aspirations.
They represent the future. The
continuous battles raise the
question of what socialism is
about. If artists protect
themselves from politics by
waving their finger at Stalinism,
revelutionaries should not
supply them with ammuniticn,
We can do no better than read
this book which supplies an
accurate ordinance survey of
where the mines were planted.
Marc Karlin

Giving an acceptable face

The hahan Road to Socialism
An interview by Eric
Hobshawm with Giorgio
Napolitano of the Italian
Communist Party.

The Journeyman Press £1.935

This interview of one of the
lcaders of the PCI presents an
articulate account of the
formation of the italian CP's
historic compromise with ity
ruling class. With no small
amount of suave political
rhetorie, Napoelitano peddles
the now famihar argument that
revolutionaries in the West need
to rethink some of thewr most
hallowed (Lentnist}
assumptions and develop a new
strategy to cope with an

undeniably new political. socia!)

and cconemic reality. (But let’s
not lorget 1t's stll capitalism,
comrade).

To begin with, says
Napoiitano, the complexity of
Western society, particularly
class structurc, makes & crude
workers versus hosses scenario
out of the question. The
working class which
Napotitano rightly claims to
have been historically in the
vanguard of the struggle for
democratic rights in Italy (but
where has this not been the
case?), must have allies in its
seiarch tor a sooalist solution,

The PCT's &nalysis ot the
cristy leads {or cnables) them to
argue therefore that the
working class must *give” a
sihstantial amount in order to
win these gllics, "We must
intervene in the crisis of
capitalism 1n such a way uas to
affirm the leading role of the
working class, so as 1o weld

araund it i bloc of social forees .
L W must also tight
corporatism, the narrow
minded group outlook, which
always tends to grow inside the
working class .. lfthe working
class movement confines itselt
to a mere denunciation of the
contradictions of the capitalist
system and ol the
responsibilitics of the old ruling
classes and carries out actions
purcly in defensc of the interests
of the workers. then it locks
itself into 4 rather restricted and
unmanoeuvrable position” {pp.

46-47).

This means Napolitano says,
discovering a quote [rom
Crramsci to make it sound more
palatable. ‘the workers not
hesitating to make sacrifices of
an economic-corporative
character’. Quicky guarding his
Teft flank™ Napohiano
pointedly adds that this 1s not
on ‘it the government
hypocritically proposes
sacrifices and equalisation only
within the working <lass and
does not touch the positions of
privilege”, On further
investipation this privileged
glement turns out to be
remarkably smallin present day
ltaby: baswcally just a uny and
totally parastitic and
speculative section of an
otherwise healthy and
constructive capitalist class. In
fact the rest of the capitalists are
portrayved in very favourable
termis in this book. from small
businessmen all the way to
manygers and patriotic
industrialists,

Ciiven this analysis, it s not
surprising that the PCI will

have nothing to do with g
revolutionary stralegy. 1t has
apted instead for an openly
(since 1963} graduahst
approach. This docs not
according to Napohtano make
them indistingiishable rom
teaditional soctal democrats.
They are saved From this fate he
says. warmly referring us to the
late lcader of the Party, Palmiro
Topeliatti, by their “vision (sic) ol
advancing towards soclalism’,
To which one might respond
that il good faith were all that
were rneeded we would hawve
regched socialism decades 2go.,
According to Napolitano ‘we
have never defined oursclves in
any scholastic way as d
"Marxist” party’, These days
there is no sense in describing it
on this account as 4 Marxist
party in any way. and certainly
net as 4 revolutionary one.

There 18 no space here to go
into the way the PCE, on
Napoelitano's candid admission,
utilised the past-1956 crisis of
the Stalinist movement to come
oul operni with s reformist
ling, whigh in any case it had
heen practising for yvears, nor to
take up the repetinon of the old
Stalinist distortion and
dismissal of the theory ot the
permanent revolution {see
p.61). Of coursc like all well-
trainced Stahinists they start
from the hoary old reformmst
prejudice that they can build
soctalism in one country. These
Interviews serve as a good (and
easily readable) iilustration of
what crass reformism, 50 odd
vears of “Stalinism with a
human face” ends up in,

Philip Spencer




The not-so-

days

The Classic Slum — Salford
Life in the First Quarter of the
Century

Robert Roberts

Penguin 50p

A Ragped Schooling
Robert Roberts
Fontana £1.25

The Classic Shum 1s an account
of poverty in Salford in the
early years of this century.
Through his combination of
personal reminiscences and
social history Robert Roberts
gives us a very real and readable
picture indeed. He was brought
up in a corner shop in a Salford
slum and as he says, the shop
provided an excellent position
to study the local people. “There
across the counter slid the
comedy, tragedy, hopes, fears
and fancies of a whole
community.' In chapters
covering class structure, food
and drink, possessions and

culture he analyses the society

of the slum,

Roberts doesn’t look back
and see life then in a rosy glow,
no “Good old days' here.
Although he does talk of the
loss of a sense of community he
points out that all too often this
COMMUNILY was a gossip
suburb, ‘The tragedy was that in
the most opulent country in the
world, so many possessed so
little.

I left the book with a deep
sense of anger at the hves
wasted, twisted rotting in a hell

The making

good old

on earth — ‘vietims of the
industrial Moloch hardly
catching a ghmpse of what the
good life could have been’

A Ruagged Schooling is more
autobiegraphical -+ very
moving and very humorous.
Roberts describes his mother’s

of the

Welsh working class

The Merthyr Rising

Gwyn A, Williams
Croom Helm, £7.95

June 183! saw in “armed
insurrection’ in the township of
Merthyr Tydfil, fountain head

of the industnal revolution 1n

Wales. In early June a nsing of |

workers sparked off a mass
redistribution of property,
destroyed the debtors’ court,
the Court of Requests, forced a
strike in the ironworks and
called for a general revolt in the
name of ‘reform’, A detachment

of soldiers was marched intothe |

town and confronted a mass of
WwOTKers.

In the ensuing engagement
some two dozen men and

women were killed, seventy
wounded --a Welsh
‘Peterloo’—but the Military
abandoned the town. For four
days the rebels held Merthyr,
and thousands rallied in the
common cause, a ‘commihal
insurrection’. The rising was
only to be crushed by troop
reinforcements rushed from
various parts of the kingdom to
restore ‘order’ (the traditional

‘order’).

Two ‘leaders’ were picked out
for exemplary punishment, One
was transported to Australia;
the other, Dic Penderyn, died
on the gallows, ‘martyred”. His
death only fed the fuel of
working claxs energy, and long

shop and her customers, his
own schooling and his friends,
and his first job, all with
incredible memory.

A final note: the photographs
in both books are perfect—
bringing the period and the
people to life. James Brown

gruelimg struggle followed
between the new, secretive
union lodges which sprang up
within two weeks of the Rising
and the employers. It too was
eventually defeated. But the
strugrgles of 1831 left their
permanent mark.

In 1839, Lord Melbourne,
Home Secretary at the time of
the rising, wrote to his successor
that Merthyr was ‘the worst and
most formidable district in the
kingdom, The affair we bad
there in 1831 was the most likea
fight of anything that took
place.” The Rising of L1831 was,
as Gwyn Williams puts it, the
‘point of emergence’ for the
Welsh working class:

for the
first time, as
a self-conscious
class, it moved

into independent

political action.
Whatever the deteats,
containments, partial
ahsorptions that followed, that
gain was never lost.

Gwyn Williams' study of The
Merthyr Rising, dedicated to
his son, ‘so that he remembers
where he comes from’, (s
homage, celebration and
analysis of that crucial
conjuncture, The book 18 a
masterly combinsation of deep
research and political
commtment, personal
exploration (as a born member
of that Merthyr working ¢lass)
and Marxist phiiosophical
outlook (and there are sirong
signs her of his earlier studies of
the Marxist theorist, Antomo
Gramsci).

The result 15 both gripping as
a historical narrative and
illuminating as an account of
the compicx of factors which
obscure class conflicts until the
curtains are torn away,
revealing the stark reality of
class exploitation,

Merthyr Tydfil in 1831 was
¢lassically a ‘frontier town’, the
largest town in Wales, with a
teeming population of
immigrants, often bilingual,
growing at a precipitous pace,
on the verge of an ecological
disaster, as much a ‘shock city’
as that Manchester which
Engels was to describe ten years
later, It was a ‘frontier town’ In
its lack of essential services, its
absence of orthodox social
controi, its unplanned upsurge
in shanty towns.

It was alzo a ‘frontier town’ in
that its population was largely
rural in origin, so that a
traditional rural solidarity
confronted an unstable
industrial soctety. The
workforce was fluid and
seasonal: many workers
regularly trekked home to West
Wales for the harvests, The
immigrant community was
VIEOTOUS, young, unorganisable
in a simple sense. Class lines
were often obscured: class
identity was incoherent.

This apparent ‘mass’ of workers
faced the ‘shopocracy’, the town
middle clags, with a strong
Unitarian, radical-democratic
tradition, which at first was the
ideclogy also of the manual
workers. But beyond these were
the four iron masters, ultirnately
determinant i their influence:
unlike many employers,
moreover, they were resident.

The workforce in Merthyr. as
831 opened, lacked a coherent
focus for therr class identity,
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had no clear independent
weology and were largely
structured in their loyalties and
outlooks (and this was even true
to some extent 1n the political
crisis) by which boss they
worked for.

So what, in a few heated
months, turned this workforce
into the vanguard of the Welsh
working class? Gwyn Wiiliams’
subtle analysis shows the
complex nteraction of the
national political crisis with an
accumulation of intense local
factors, an ‘unprecedented
impact of national forces on a
local situation which was
already tense’. The tensions
were economic, ideological and
political,

A national economic crisis
decpened from 1829 --to reach
its nadir after the crisis. But this
caused a crisis of credit in
Merthyr which starting with the
workers had a cumulative effect
on the shopkeepers; goods were
seized in repayment of debt—by
the hated Court of Requests. At
the same time the town was
drenched in radical
propaganda, from the
traditional radical-democratic
ideclopies of the area to the
labour theory of value.

And all this was i the
context of a national political
crisis over Reform of
Parliament accentuated by the
death of the King and the need
for new elections. ‘Reform’ was
the initial battle cry: the first
efforts at independent wotking
class action were led by a white
banner carrying a crown,, a ‘God
Save William 1'V* and ‘Reform
tn Parliament’.

It only needed a local spark
for the situation to explode—
and the spark was lit by ong of
the local iron owners, Willlam
Crawshay.

in the Jung insurrection that
followed there was a rapid move
{from traditional 1o new modes
of political action that indicated
that a new era was opening. The
first moves of the Rising, the
restoration of goods, seized for
debis, to their original owners,
was, ‘one of the most “classie”
of natural justice actions in the
tradition of “primitive”
rebellion”. The marchers were
led by a Red Flag. with a Jeaf on
the point. And as always,
written 1nto the actions were a
mixture of motives.

On the ene hand, near
milienarian expectations of
profound and rapnd change(the
Rising was in a sense a call to
general revolution). On the
other, intense local grievances
were focussed on the
restoration of & ‘natural order’
at the expense of the
shopocracy. But in their effort
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to grasp control over their own
lives, the workers of Merthyr
snapped the chains of ‘order’
and 1n downg so faced the real
powers: the iron masters, and
the mulitary. In the resulting
confrontation the Merthyr
working class forged its
1dentity.

Dic Penderyn, the judicially
killed *hero* of the Rising was
almost certainly innocent of the
charge he was executed for, But
his very ‘martyrdom’ became a
symbol of the new class
consciousness that emerged in
the events that led toit. He lived
in people’s memories, Williams
convincingly suggests, because
he was not ‘the leadet’, because
he was a face in the crowd not
the face of the crowd. The class
consclousness was not forged
by one man, by a single
conscious leader, but by
individuals transforming their
outlooks, changing their
consgiousness, in the ¢ourse of
collective struggle.

The local struggles and
eventually the national
struggles, culminating in the
political campaigns of
Chartism, were defeated, and
by the |1840s the militancy was
dispersed and fragmented.
Struggles continued, but
throughout most of the
nineteenth century they were
‘subaltern’ struggles within the
existing order.

But what was crucially
different after 1831 was a new
sense of consciousness, of a
movement, however uneven
and fragmentary. It was this
sense which fed into the Labour
Movement 1n the present
century, 1n all 1ts weaknesses

‘and strengths. Thus we can only

end a review of this book in
Gwyn Williams' own
concluding words:

‘In Merthyr Tydfiin 1831, the
prehistory of the Welsh
working class comes to an end.
Its history begins.’ Jeffrev
Weeks

Pessimism
in old age

Business Civilisation in Decline
Robert L. Herllbroner
Penguin B0p

When an Amencan professor ot
¢CONOIMICE announces that
capitalism 15 doomed. then 1t's
worth looking twice. But this is
what Heilbroner tells us in the
preface to this short book:

*The civilisation of
husingss --the civilisation to
which we give the name
capitalism 15 sluted to
disappear. prebably not within
our htetimes but in all
likelihood within that of our
grandchildren and great grand-
children’.

The bite 15 1in the tail,
Heilbroner's perspective of
capitalist breakdown applies —
not to the next couple of
decades - -but to ‘the long run’.
the next century or so,

That™s not to say that
Heilbroner has nothing to say

about present trends. On the

contrary. he is sensible about a
variely of the changes
capitalism has undergone since
the wat —-the tendency towards
‘nlanned capitalism™ in which
stite and private capital merge,
the roie of the multinational
companies, the tashionable
myth of ‘post-industrial’
SOCICLY.

But when Heilbroner comes
to consider the ‘long run’, he
reverts to one of the traditional
themes ot classical political
cconomy. Capitalism will
collapse, not because of 1ts
internal contradietions, as
Marx argued. but because
cconomic growth will outrun
the natural resources on which
1t1s based . Business civilisation’
will be strangled by 4 massive
CHCTEY CTISIS.

This 15 a variation on an old
$ONg. Ricardo, Malthus and the
other classical economists of the
early nineteenth contury
belicved 1na stationary state’
which capitalism would arrive
at when population growth
outstripped (as they believed it
inevilably would) the growth in
tood output.

Both Heillbroner and the
classical cconomists cxpel
history from economicthought,
What one leading Marxist
ceonomist, Henrvk Grossman,
wrote ot Ricardo apphes to
Heilhroner:

‘The ¢ventual deceleration
and cessation of capiial
sceumulation which Ricardo
torecast for the distant futurc
must be characterised as mere
pseudo-dynamtics, as the
dynamic tactor is not inherent
in the economic process itselt,
but is rather a natural foree
which influences the economic
process from the outside’.

The result 1 that Hellbroner
cxpects that history will stop
wilh the end of capitalism.
Socicty will revert to the
religtous mystigism and
cconomic decline which
[ollowed the collapse of the
Roman Empire. Because the
breakdown of capitahsm s
caused, on this perspective. by
patural, not social, torces, the
possiblity of communism - of a
hielher torm of society based on
the abolition of classes and of
capitalist anarchy -is ruled out
in advance. The choiwee 1s
boetween capitalism or
barbarism.

Even so. the book is not
without a certain interest.
Heilbroner's pessimism 1S a
marked change from the dewy-
eved confidence in the system
which filled bourgeois
economists during the boom of
the 1930s and 1960s. In its
senility bourgeos economics
has reverted to the ahistorical
pessimism ol its vouth.

Alex Collinicos

Thie new selection from the
Boockmarx Club maintains their
high standard of quality and
variety. Two of the club choices
are reviewed 1n this issue. Their
lead title is the new workers’
handhook from Pluto, Jeremy
McMullen’s Rights at Work
(440 pages, £2.25) to be
published in September. Club
members will get their copies
before publication. There will
be large trade union sales for
this book and a trade union
discount for bulk copies will be

available. If vou would like to
distribute coptes of a leaflet
about the book 1n yvour
workplace they are available
(free) direct from Pluto at Unit
10, Spencer Court, 7 Chalcot
Road, London NWI.

Lawrence and Wishart have
just published the new volume
of Gramsei's Selected Politicat
Writings 1921-1926.
Unfortunately it 1s in hardback
only at £10.00. New Beacon
Books have published Labour
in the West Indies: The Birth of
a Workers” Movement by
Arthur Lewis (£1.80) which
focusses on the general strikes
and workers insurrections

which blazed across the
Carribean between 1935 and
1938,

History Workshop Journal
No 5 15 now available (£3.45)
with article on Imperialism and
Motherhood, Labour and
Fascism, the English Civil War,
and Art and the French
Revolution,

New from NLB in paperback
15 Mandel’s From Stalinism to
Furocommunism at £2.95, New
frorm Virago is Jill Liddington
and Jill Norris's One Hand Tied
Behind Us: The Rise of the
Women's Suffrage Movemen's
Suffrage Movement, (£3.50).
Alasrair Hatchett.




This article challenges one of the most deepiy
embedded myths in our culture— the idealist
notion that science and technology are
neutral. This hus been so widely assirnilated
that even socialists leave it untouched. Such
ptous deterence cannot continue.

Here the possible alternative views of
science and technology will be set out and the
reasons and functions the adoption of this
myth served. Then in outline some i1l-
lustrations of 1deology in science will be
discussed and finally the antidemocratic
nature of nuclear technology will be explain-
ed.

The result of the belief in the neutrality. in
essence, of science and technology 15 in
epitome a model of use; abuse. Science and
technology are value-tree and as such rest
helow society as a firm substructure on
which society can construct itself for good or
ill. Thus science and technology can create
no problems that cannot e narrowed down
to problems of control. Under socialism riot-
control technologies, heart transplant sur-
gery and recombinant DNA research all
have good things to offer society.

Alternative viewpoints

This view has not always been accepted.
There are four ways in which science and
technology can be viewed in relation to
society. The correlation between the two can
be taken as bad, good, neutral or mixed. All
these various alternatives have at different
times and in different cultures been accepted,
sometimes by whole societies, at other times
by classes or groups within sociaties.

The machine-breakerss or Luddites m
Yorkshire and Lancashire in the early
decades of the mineteenth century shared
with the world of medieval Islam a belief that
hidla {(innovation) was detrimental to
mankind. While in antithesis the rising
bourgeoisie of late Victorian capitalism held
that science and technology were God's
beneficent gift to the English middle-class. In
parallel to 1his their self-professed future
expropriators directly equated socialism and
science. In fact this belief was oue of the few
things which could bracket together such
diverse socialists as Ramsey MacDonald
and Lenin.

The last position took root in a virulent
form in the 1930's of Stalinist Russia and
Nazi Germany. Inthe former with Stalin and
‘Soclalism in One Country’ attempts were
made by a number of scientists, most notably
T.D. Lysenkoe, with their leader’s support, to
promote a socialist physics and a socialist
hiology., At the same time a similar
manifestation was to be found with emergent
Nazism in Germany with talk of "Aryan’and
‘non-Aryan’ (i.e. Jewish) science.

Why the myth arose

[t arose from a number of converging sets
of circumstances after World War Two.
Within the sclentific community the ex-
plosions of Hiroshima and Nagasaki
provoked a crisis of conscience about the
frunts of their work. This was most casily
salved by externalizing the problem they
taced, which was one of responability. A
beliet 1n the neutrality of science enabled
such an exclusion to occur. For then the

Givn Ford s a research fellow at Manchester
University and a Labour member of
Tameside Council.

physics and technology were split asunder
from the uses to which thev were put,
Scientists could continue 10 do their physics
while the rest of mankind grappled with the
1ssues of conscience it threw up.

The related event within the wider
community was the emergence after the war
of large-scale state-funded science. The war
seif had seen a massive mobilization of
sctence and scientists behind the two
protagonists. The very emergence of the
atom bomb from this frenzy of activity and
in particular the Manhatten Project ensured
that Governments began to think science
and technology might in peacetime be able to
continge to be a handmaiden to the state.

But if the state was neutral initself so must
its handmaiden. Thus a belief in the
neutrality of science and technelogy served
functions both internal and external to the
scientific community. Both those giving and
receiving  funds had good reasons for
wanting to believe themselves and wanting
others to believe that science and technology
were value-free.

Is the myth false?

The practice of science and technology is
no more diverced from socety than jour-
nalism. Philip Agee 15 deported for en-
dangenng the seccunty of the state by his
writing while Thomas Mancuso loses his
job after suggesting that exposure to low-
level radiation is much more dangerons than
currently belicved (Nature vol. 272, p 197).

Science and technology can never be
nelitral because their nature and directions
are always framed — like other aspects of
our culture — by the social and scientific
context of the age. Today these two
‘products’ are generated within late
capitalism and the style and packaging of
these products reflect this environment. The
major concern of the system as a unity 1s its
own survival and extension. This aim
inexorably shapes science and technology.
Of -course | am not suggesting that those in
positions of power assemble 1 solemn secret
conclave to decide what science and
technology will be produced. It merely
¢merges from the logic of their shared way of
viewing the world.

S¢ience and technology are buth heavily
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state-financed and there 15 always more 1::1
hoth of these waiting to be done that
resources available. FThat which is under-
taken cun only be done at the expense of
alternatives. Those who arbitrate between
these possibilities do so on the basis of thetr
own ideological presupposittons. To expect
otherwise would be naive. Whereas few an
the left will argue with the contention that
the overwhelming majority of those in power
are opposed to radical, let alone
revolutionary change. they seem to baulk at
the 1dea that such beitefs may tmpact upon
sclenice and technology. Yet they themselves
loudly complain of this very baas wath respect
ter all ether aspects of our culture.

While the making of choices rematns
inevitable these will be partisan and the
outlput arising from such 2 system s unhkely
to be neutral. This 18 not tosay that the work
of contemporary scientists and technologists
always neatly meshes with the requirements
of contemporary capitalism. Developments
within science and technology emerge from
an adversary process In which hypothescs
compete for mtellectual dominance.

New scientific laws are not brought to
sogiety like the tablets from mountains. They
emerge from a field of competing alter-
natives all of which reflect to a greater or
lesser extent aspects of the multidimensional
world of nature. The determination of which
15 Lo be the victor 15 not a simple one. [t s not
determined purely on grounds of truth-
content ¢r to suit the implicit wishes of the
ruling class, rather it comes from a con-
tinous and multiple series of interactions
between science, scientists and society. In
these interactions which help to decde the
outcome factors litke personal interests and
prejudices. misunderstanding  and  in-
complete knowledge all play their part.

How does this operate ?

A hypothetical situation may  hest 1l-
lustrate the probiem. A Chinese palacon-
tologist and member of the Communist
Party would find 1t difficult to imagine - as
a member of Chinese society with all its
current beliets — that some races are
inherently nfernior to others. Simlarly.
because of s imphcations, such a con-
ditioning could well react on to his her
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scienice when faced with interpreting a series
of ambiguous humanoid remains suggestive
of parallel evolution of similar but distinet
races. For him such an alternative would be
difficult to choose. Even f this palacon-
tlogist did manage to think and publish
such a theory. its successful reception in
(China would appear unhkely.

One does not have to result to such
hypothetical situations however to look for
cxamples of ideology in science. One of the
best examples to look at is the scientific
theary which supported notions of feminine
inferiority in the nineteenth century. Up to
this time the belief in feminine inferiority was
justified because of the moral defects
associated with womankind. But inthevears
after 1%65 this was supplemented and then
replaced by an alternative justification based
on the *objective” criteria of science.

Women became  or at least middle and
upper-class women — weuk und defective by
nuture. The medical theory on which this
wqs based was the physiological law of the
‘conservation of energy’. According to this
law cuch human hody contained a fxed
quantity of energy which could be drawn
upon by one organ or another, or used for
one function eor another, This meant that (f
was only possible 1o develep one organ or
ability at the expense of others. [n particular
the sexual organs competed with other
otgans for this himited energy. This theory.
coupled with the behef that reproductivity
was central to a women's biological hife and
that il sexual organs were starved of energy
the resulting children were weak, sickly and
unstable, was used to support current social
palicies, 1.e. the exclusion of women from
higher education was justified by the need to
save the race trom degeneration.

This theoty did not create these ine-

gualities, but it gave to their retention a
scientific plausibility which
helped to stem attempts at
education emancipation for
wemen. It may be tempting
for some to argue that this
was either ‘bad science’
and;or that this use of
science no longer occurs. All
that can be said in reply s
look about you.

The ongoing Race-1Q
debate has a simitar element
within 1t, while the
associated work of Burt,
recently cast into doubt by
the Sunday Times, certainly
influenced British
¢ducational policy and prac-
tices. The important point
here being not so much that
he ‘massaged’ his data but
that his dubious work wasso
readily accepted and used as
a theoretical basis for
modelling  our  school
system. But thisis not totally
surprising when one notices
how closely his work was to
thinking outside of science.

Nuclear power
Nuclear power is one
answer to the perceived
problem of an imminent
world energy shortage
couched in a technology
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amenable to monopoly capitalism. Othet
alternative answers exist such as solar, wind
and wave power, but little interest has been
shown in them. Why? Despite the fact that
nuclcar power stations have high
maintenance costs, short tifetimes and a high
risk of causing major pellution, and that the
fuel they use is limited in they do have the
inestimable advantage of fitting readily into
the instituional machinery developing within
late Capitalism.

This is not true of the alternatives. Nuclear
technology is a capital--intensive, large-
scale. highly centralised technology and
relates to an energy policy which attempts to
maximise individual dependence on the
system. This technelogy thrusts society
inevitably furiher along the path towards
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Further reading

The Harards of Nuclear Power,
Alan Roberts and Zhores Medvedey
Spokesman, Nottingham, 1977,

Complaints and Disorders; the Sexual
Paolitics of Sickness,
Barbuta Ehrenreich and Deidre English

Writers and Readers Publishing Co-

operative, London, 1976,

late, or at best, State Capitalism. In this
nuclear technology is not umigue and the
attitude adopted towards 1t would be
unenthusiastic resignation.

However the new generations of nuclear
powcr stations and their proposed exponen-
tial expansion in numbers lead towards the
strong state. This arises from the peculiar
threat nuclear technology brings to the
whole of mankind. H a large scale release ot
radiation to the surrounding environment
occurs either slowly or catastrophicaily.
either accidentally or deliberately, then all
are agteed mankind faces death and destrue-
tion on an unknown and long-term scale.
The push towards the strong statc comes
from the political and sccwl measures that
the lopgic of capitalismn dictates to cope with
this contingency.

This threat is not one that is welcomed by
those in positicons of power and 1n owy
society, but it is one that the irrationality ot
capitalism is prepared to countenance rather
than Lo promote the alternatives tor the
emerging strong state holds no fears for
them.

The United States Atomic Energy Com-
mission has already proposed that 2 special
fedetal police force bhe established to
safeguard the security of plutonium plants
and shipments. At the same time 1t has
complained of court rulings protecting the
individual privacy of citizens and urged the
introduction of new legislation which would
facilitate security checks on workers in
nuclear industries,

[n Britain, if the Birmingham pubh bom-
hings can get the prevention of Terrorism
Act through Puarliament o twentyv-four
hours. what would be the result of a
plutonium hijacking? Evenif the sirong state
philosophy can imtially be resisted by our
liberal democratic traditions the pressure
will rise with each year

Ag new nuclear waste
sites and abandoned nuclear
power stations with their
rusting barbed wire and
bored security guards begin
to dot the English coun-
tryside like an outbreak of
measles on the face of the
land, and as socletal
dependence on  nuciear
power grows the options
facing the state will narrow
mercilessly.

In conclusion

Finally let it be stated that
the point of view expressed
here is not one of scientafic ar
technological determinism.
it is rather to present a real
problem tosocialists. Are we
not to oppose a development
that will makec the achieving
of socialism that much more
difficuit than it 15 today and
onc which will ieave anv sort
of society with an ynvisible
hut nonetheless terrifving
hazard for tens of thousands
of years into the future, The
direction society 1S gomg in
can be changed, the point |
am making 1s that such a
change is both necessaryand
possible. Ghn Ford
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WHAT SORT OF PARTY

The last few years have seen 8 number of socialists question the
relevance of the Leninist tradition of a centralised revolutionary
party based in the woerkplaces —see, for example, the interview
with Sheila Rowbotham in our last issue. In the following debate

Richard Kuper, a member of the steering committee of the
International Socialists Alliance, and Chris Harman, a member of
the Central Committee of the Socialist Workers Party, discuss the
case for and against Leninism.

Richard Kuper

Organisation

In [968 the International Socialism group transformed itseld,
after a five-month long debate and two conferences, from a
federalist into a democratic centralist organisation. As the 1920
Theses on the Role of the Commumnist Party in the Proletarian
Revolution had described it, ‘The chief principle of democratic
centralism 1s the election of the higher party cells by the lower, the
unconditional and indispensable binding authority of all of the
instructions of the higher bodies for the lower and the existence of a
sirong party centre whose authorty 15 generally recoghnised as
binding for alt leading party comrades it the period from one party
conference to another.”

IS thus joined al! those groups, both Communist and Trotskvist
who, whatever their other differences. shared one behef in
common -that a democratic centralist form of organisation was
essential for the construction of a revolutionary party and that
without such a party no socialist revolution was possible.

The Case for Democratic Centralism

The arguements for a democratic centralist party structure are
powerful ones. At the most general level they reduce to the
following considerations:

& capital is centralised, on a world scale, so we too must be
centralised 1n order to combat 1t;

# no ruling class in history has voluntarily abdicated power, 50 even
if the revolution is non-violent we must envisage a violent and
bloody counter-revelution and prepare accordingly,

® levels of consciousness in the proletanat are uneven and

» the most advanced, conscious and far-secing sections of the class
must be grouped together and their experience generalised.

The party is not to be confused with the class: m all but
revolutionary situations and the immediate prelude the party will
be a small fraction of the class. While this realisation helps protect
the party from dissolving into the class, representing the immediate
interests of this or that section rather than the long-term historical
interest of the working ¢lass as a whole in overthrowing capitalism,
it also opens the party to the dangers of ‘substitutiomism’ and.
sectarianism—mistaking its owtt intetsts and goals for those of the
class. The party has to tread a tighi-rope between oppor-
tunism/ liquidationism on the one hand and ultra-left sectariamism
on the other. The democratic centralist form of orgamsation as
pioneered by the Bolshevik party seemed to present the most
favourable organisational form given the tasks and dangers it
faced.

Basing itself on the Russian experience and that of the immediate
posi-war period, the Second Congress of the Communist
International enshrined democratic centralism as the form of
organisation applicable to the proletarian vanguard throughout the
world. But the experience which followed was not encouraging.
The comstruction of ‘parties of a new type, the process of

participation

Bolshevisation of the new communist parties which took place
internationally n the early 1920s, did 50 when the revolutionary
wave was ebbing throughout Europe.’ In these circumstances the
democratic centralist model provided an organisational structure
which concentrated authoritanan centrol in monolithic form never
before experienced n the workers’ movement and, needless tosay,
savagely detrimental to the interests of proletarian revolution.

In response of the only consistent revolutionary current-—-the
International Left Opposition and subsequently the Fourth
International—was not to question the form of orgamsation but
only the political line. Indeed lrotsky never seems to have
recovered from his late conversion to recognising the need for the
Bolshevik Party; his response afterwards was an over-estumation of
what the party could accomplish on its own, a counterpart to hs
interpretation of the crisis as a crisis of leadership. And the
sensitivity in Trotsky's own analysis, the pinning of it to a forecast
of events which failed to materialise, was rarely followed among his
followers who in one way or another have fetishised the Leninist
{Le. democratic centralist} form of organisation,

The construction of “democratic centralist™ organisation was
nowhere able to spearhead the conquest of power even befare
Stanlinism had trinmphed. The Russian revolution remained
isolated; the form of organisation it had given rise to was nowhere
else successtul.

For this reason if for no other it would be necessary to look atresh
at the concept of democratic centralism. The task is doubly
important today. Ten years after the ¢vents of 1968 placed the
creation of revolutionary parties of the working class firmly on the
agenda, progress has been extremnely limited. Perhaps the forms of
organisation adopted have played their part in undermining the
credibility of the revolutionary project as a whole.

Efficiency versus Democracy?

Underlying general justifications for the democratic centralist
form is an assumption that the two aspects (democracy; centralism)
are more or less separable. [ip-service is paid to their indissoluble,
dialectical unity’ but the image which prevails 1s that of the
Boishevik Party inconditions of illegally in Tsarist R ussia whete all
democratic aspects were more or less rendered tnoperable. There s
somehow a view that the party must above all ¢ls¢ be effictent and
that democracy 15 an optional extra; desirable but not necessary.

But the separation of efficiency and democracy means the
reduction of criteria fo success to purely managerial ones—to what
degree has the plan been fulfilled by the loval {and pliant)
membership. Max Weber, perhaps the greatest of bourgeois social
scientists this century, saw bureaucracy in a parallel way, as the
technicaliy most efficient way of organising capitalist production
and admimistration. Capitalist managers, however, have long since
abandoned the strictly hierarchical approach. Schemes for
mcorporation through creating the illusion of popular participa-
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tion abound in factories, on housing estates, in colleges, in local
authorities generally.

So even in purely technical terms efficiency 1s not maximised by
opting for discipltine at the expense of democracy. Yet, on the
revolutionary left, there is a widespread readiness to play down
democratic processes in the interests of *getting something done’.
But the party isn't concerned in any simple sense with getting
something done.

It is ludicrous to belicve that we can reduce the goal of the party
to a simple formulation about a decisive act --the conquest of state
power. A crucial and decisive aspect of the party’s work 15 to help
prepare the class for self-rule. Otherwise the anarcho-syndicalist
fear that all the revolution will he 18 the party taking power will
prove justified, if such a party could ever get it together 1o organise
what would be a coup and not a revolution.

Most of the activity of party members for most of their political
lives will not be concerned with the military preparations for a
seizure of power (In Russia, incidentally, the Red Guards were built
up essentiitlly in the brief period between July and October.} They
will be concerned with working among their colleagues in struggles
against all forms of oppression and exploitation, fostering and
encouraging the self-confidence, self-reliance and self-activity of
those among whom they work. Sustaining such work is guite
simply incompatible with the conception of unbridled discipline, of
jumptng to at a word, of lurching from rank-and-file work, to mass
campaigning, now on unemployment, now on anti-faseist activity,
now on the ideological front . . . no matter how important all of
these interventions may be. Otherwise, instead of having members
in all these movements, arguing for coherent direction and politics
which can root these concerns and campaigns in a broader
working class politics, the emphasis shifts to pulling individuals ow?
of such movements into the revolutionary organisation. The
building of th party becomes experienced as a raid on the class--
and the number of comrades who go through the organisations of
the revolutionary left exceeds many times the number who remain
in it.

On the contrary, the essence of building the party is serious ansd
sustained activity, taking responsibility for ones interventions {or
lack of them), and publicly accounting for them —especially for the
mistakes. That is to say, the complexity of party activity 18 not
reducible to the simple question of numbers, or funds raised, or
votes collected; it is, 1m ¢ssence. a question of rooting in the class and
it the struggles of all oppressed se¢tofs.

The bangers aof Democratic Centralism

Many would agree with the substance of the preceding analysis
but feel in reality that the mistakes made in the past ¢an be reduced
to the errors of this or that individual or group rather than to a
theoretical problem with the conception of democratic centralism.
On this question two points must be made, ong sociological, one
political.

Democratic ¢entralism may appear to be politically neutral,
usuable both by revolutionaries (who will respect the democratic
component) and by Stalinists (who won't). In reality it isn't, for it
provides an organisation structure uniguely vulnerable to a certain
kind of degeneration and one extraordinarily difficult to
regenerate.

The formal reasons for this are simple: the structure provides for
a massive concentration of authority for the very best of reasons.
Any existing leadership vested with this authority and worth its salt
not only believes itself better able to lead than the average party
member. bul, to some extent, has won its position because there is,
or has been, some truth in this belief. This leadership, for the same
reasons, believes itself better able to interpret new possibilities and
developments. There is. furthermore, a real pressure on the
leadership to appear to be united (i.e. to be offering a ‘decisive’ lead)
cven where there are internal disagreements. So politics tends to be
concentrated in the hands of a small oligarchy who maintain that
concentration. and only take to the membershipissues which are of
secondary imporiance, or ones which cannot be compromised
internally.

Debate appears to hinder action—unless the outcome 18
puaranteed in advance, when it is more of a rallving call than a
genuine dialogue. Above all. the leadership becomes protected
against the rise of new groupings with new insights or emphases on
party work. Perhpas some of the new forces will be recognised and
coopted into the leadership, but it tends to be a slow process—and a
painful one—and the party which is supposed to be able torespond

5

like greased lightening to every change in the mood of the class is
often the last to notice . . . Trotsky at the end of his life understood
this only too well, when he said that Lenin in 1917 ‘represented not
so much the party machine as the vanguard of the proletanat. ..
(he) exerted influence . . . because he embodied the influence of the
class on the party and of the party on its machine’.

Inthe absence of a Lenin, however, there 15 a greater ikelihood of
a self-destructive spiralling: the more individuals and groups try to
question the direction the party is taking, the more the pressures to
restrict such activities. If some section of the existing leadership is
involved in this refusal to compromise it is likely to find itself
rituatlistically demoted and hounded out of any position of
authority, if not actually expelled. And the follow-up to such a
baitle tends to be the furthr stunting of political debate of any sort
for some time o come.

There is nothing inevitable in this organisational development,
though there are factors predisposing towards it in the absence of
countervailing political pressures. And itis here that the realdanger
of the concept of democratic centralism lies—I1n its encouragement
of a moneoelithic and undifferentiated politics. The need for single-
minded and decisive action in October 1917 is generalised into a
principle of everyday life so that on every tactical question an
immediate and wholehearted response is expected, whatever ones
private disagreements or doubts. This is of course a parody, and
only the wildest sectarians make such demands, But there1s a wider
tendency to accept that this is what democratic centralism ought to
mean, and purely moral pressures play a disproportionate part in
encouraging and sustaining political activity in small groups.
Indead, the more the crisis 1s felt to be upon us, the more important
it seems to be to move quickly, crushing anything which might
cause delay.

But what {f the political analysis 18 wrong . . . 777

Party and Class

To begin to evaluate the concept of democratic centralism. we
should return first of all 10 the greatest single problem {(or rather
copstellation of problems) surrounding it — the relationship of
party to class. For the whole notion of the partyis predicated on the
belief that while the party spearheads the seizure of power it 1s the
class which actually takes power—through the soviets or whatever
autonomous institutions the class generates. And hereinlies the nub,
While the revolution is being consolidated (which may be a matter
of years rather than days) a strong workers’ state 1s undoubted!y
called for; the party, which has spearheaded the revolution sees
itself, not unnaturally, as the guardian of the long-term interests of
the working class, and concentrates executive action decisively in
its hands,

The danger of substitutionistn is inherent in this—thatistosayit
15 iInherent ip the revolutionary process itself. The problem is how to
guard against it, to build the party in such a way that after the
scizure of power it will be reabsorbed into and subordinated to the
autonomous institutions of the ¢lass where effective power must be
located. To put it baldly, it 1s not just the state but the revolutionary
party itself which must wither away.

The Communist International was wrong on this question—
decisively wrong—when it affirmed at the Second Congress that
“‘the importance of the Communist Party does not diminish after the
congquest of power by the woerking <lass, but on the contrary grows
extraordinarily’. Why a party monopoly of power may have held
the only possibility of saving that revolution by spreading it, 15 not
the issue here. Suffice 1t to say that it was a desperate gamble—and
a gamble which failed. That very failure laid the foundation for the
development of the quite unprecedented monolithicism of the
Stalinist party.

This is refigured not just in the ‘extracrdinary’ growth in the
importance of the Russian party after the revolution but alsoin the
development which culminated in the April 1921 decision to ban
factions. Of course the triumph of Stalinism represented a massive
political defeat; but that political defeat had to be both won and
consolidated organisationally and ideologicatly. The notion of the
democratic centralist party as it had evolved by 1921 played no
small part in that defeat.

In other words, the way the concept of democratic centralism 1s
interpreted and applied is extremely dangerous It might beargued
(as IS did implicitly in 1968) that it needs refurbishing and rescuing
from the distortions of the Stalinist era but the analysis here
suggests that the problem goes deeper. We must pose afresh the
question of what kind of organisation is appropniate to the class
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struggle in contemporary capitalism. :

Under ‘normal” ie. non-revolutionary circumstances, the
disciplinary, machine-like aspect of group organisation is not of
supreme impertance: what binds people together is not ‘complete
centralism’ but a shared politics, and any attempt to impose a
greater unity than is politically feasible leads rapidly to splits and
divisions, as the history of the Trotskyist movement testifies. [8’s
great strength in the late 60s and early 70s lay precisely in its
willingness not to force political disagreements inte hard
organisational divisions i.e. in its receptivity to and tolerance of a
diversity of political ideas, around a framework of shared
assumptions about soctalism as the self-liberation of the working
class.

Under conditions of an ebbing revolutionary wave, democratic
centralist organisation has proved to be extremely harmful, since it
predisposes to a monelithic organisational response, just to stem
the tide as it were. The experience of the 1920s and 1930s suggests
that once a monolithic party monopolises the loyalties of militant in
non-revolutionary situations, the construction of global alter-
natives (i.c. of revolutionary partics) is a non-starter. (Thatisnotto
say there is nothing to b¢ done—Kkeeping the revolutionary
tradition alive was a vital contribution made by the Left Oppositien
in this period).

It is enly n revelutionary perieds that the unified intervention
which democratic centralism makes possible might be fully
justified, but even then organisation is subordinate to politics. No
organisational structure was capable of compensating for the
political inadequacy of the German left from 1919 to 1923, And, in
arguing that the Boishevik Party was not monolithic in 1917, the
examples brought out always show that when party leaders were
divided on issues they felt strongly about they had no hesitation in
taking matters outside the party, both to the soviets and other
working class institutions and to the non-party press. One might
well ask in what sense it was the democratic centralism of the
Bolshevik Party which brought about Qctober.

Conclusion

All this is not to suggest that we can possibly do without
organisation—and indeed centralisation. But the idea that thereis a
simple answer as to how we can achieve this must be categorically
rejected.

The problem must be reposed. It is essentially a political one.
Given our borad agreement on scocialism as the self-activity of the
working class and the necessity of smashing the bourgeois state to
achieve it, the question at every stage is the following. What kind of
centralisation will enhance and develop the struggles, self
organisation, self-confidence angd seif-activity of those groupings
who share this view of socialism? What kind of centralisation (1.e.
organisation) will win others over to this conception?

A pre-condition for real success in building over time lies in the
fostering of the tendencics towards self-organisation inherent in the
struggles of any oppressed and exploited groups and inthe rejection
of elitist solutions which may be suggested. In other words, the
centralism required must be defined as a centralism which starts
from the real democracy of the struggle and which enhances i,

All 100 often revolutionary groups have become impatient with
the difficuliies inherent in the struggle. Short cuts are sought after,
organisational solutions imposed: ‘“toughness’, ‘discipline’ or
whatever substitute for the painful work of winning a genulne
position of leadership in the ¢lass struggle. And indeed there might
be short-term gains 1n numbers or votes; but what s never taken
into account is what is lost—in terms of the effective participation
of party members in their own organisations as part and parcel of
their effective participation in the wider struggle.

The experience of manipulation by leaders of left groups leaves
no less bitter a legacy then manipulation by trade union officials
and no amount of ranting against the latter makes the former any
more bearable, or justifiable. Worse, it discredits the behef in the
very possibility of achieving socialism amongst those whoe have
been won over to a conviction of its necessity.

At a time when whole new social layers are being moblised {for
instance, around Grunwicks, Lewisham, Windscale, the Anti-Naz:
League, the socialist feminist movement, and the ¢lectoral
interventions of the SWP and Socialist Unity) the willingness to
fight is not being matched by an adequate response from the left.
New organisational forms are urgently required. before yvet another

generation is alienated from the organisations of the revolutionaty
left.
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Chris Harman

Democratic
Centralism

Richard Kuper’s case rests on six main arguments. Each seems at
first sight to be almost unquestionable. Each is, in reality,
fundamentally false and dangerous.

(1) Democracy and centralisn'—l'nre opposed to one another

This is an old red herring that has received a new lease of life in
the most unexpected quariers with the international crisis of the
revolutionary left. For instance, Alain Krivine of the French
Trotskyist organisation the LCR said in an interview in the 1ssue
before last of this review, ‘democratic centralism—it's two words
which contradict one another’.

But the popularity of an idea does not prevent it being false.
Dremocracy is 2 method by which an organisation takes decisions.
Those decisions only make sense if they arg binding on members of
the organisation.

If they are not binding, there 15 no point in their being made. If a
minority can ignore the will of the majority, why bother abut
finding out the wil! of the majority? Why go to all the effort of
having elections, counting votes and so on? You cannot have
democracy without some means {moral or physical) of ensuring
obedience to majority decision.When people enter a democratic
organisation they necessarily surrender some of their freedom of
action in favour of a centralised decision making process—whether
or not the organisation calls itself ‘democratic centralist’.

It is absolute nonsense to pretend that there is something
‘undemocratic’ about this surrender of individual freedom:
democracy depends upon limitation of individual freedom in the
interests of majority decisions. You cannot have dernocracy
without centralism. There are, of course, various forms this
centralism can take. It can be the centralism of a ballot box into
which the organisation’s members drop their voting papers; it can
be the centralism of a mass meeting; it can be the centralism of a
leadership elected to take day-toay decisiens, These various forms
differ from one another significantly. Bt all are democratic ard
centralised.

The extent to which an organisation lacks this element of
centralised decision making, it ceases to be democratic. The
workers’ movement has a nich historical expenence of non-
centralised and therefore, in reality, undemocratic, forms of
organisation.

For example, in Germany in the course of the first world war the
old Social Democratic Party expelled those who chjected to its
collaboration with the government’s war effort. Nearly half the
members broke away to form a new Independent Socal
Democratic Party (usually known by its initials as the USP). The
new party reacted against the bureaucratic tendencies of the old by
building a highly decentralised structure.

But this did not in practice result in a more democratic party than
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the old SPD. The M Ps, trade union officials and newspaper editors
of the new party, who tended to be on its right wing, were ahle to
explmt the lack of a coherent centralised structure. Without 1t there
was no discipline capable of making them obey the feelings of the
majority of members (who veered rapidly towards the
revolutionary left). They continued to publish anti-revolutionary
articles and to make anti-revolutionary speeches.

Eighteen months after the foundation of the Independent Social
Democracy a revolutionary party, the German Communist Party
(Spartakus) was founded also on a decentralised basis. Again the
result was the oppasite of ‘democratic’! In this case the lack of
centrahism and discipline meant that the party was compromised on
its ultra-left. Courageous, but foolhardy or inexperienced members
were left to initiate armed actions, to call for localised seizures of
power, and to form breakaway unions without any consuliation
with the organs of the party as a whole. The party could not control
their actions, but still got the blame for them in the eyes of the rest of
the working class. Without democratic centralism, minorities were
able to take decisions for which the rest of the party was held
responsible—and often paid for the responsibility with their lives.

These were not isolated or accidental examples. UMra-left
adventurers and self-seeking careerists alike often relish in the joys
of ‘decentralisation’—because it meansa movement they canexploit
to their own advantage without being bound by its discipline.
Today in Britain, for example, lack of a common discipline 1s one of
the hallmarks of the Tribune group of Labour MPs. Why? Because
it allows the members to enjoy an auraz of ‘leftness” without
umnpeding their pursuite of careerist and opportunist policies. In the
same way it is precisely the lack of centralism of the Broad Left ina

number of unions that gives it such an appeal to aspiring

hureaucrats. It can elect them but not control them.

Whatever the intentions of those who propagate 1t, the notien
that ‘centralism contradicts democracy’ can only provide an
ideological cover for the unprincipled and the self-important,

{2) Centralism may be needed in the revolutionary situation, but
certainly not in the day-to-day struggles most of us are involved in
now.

This assumes that we face a centralised enemy, capable of
manoevre, of taking on and defeating us one at a time, on the day of
the insurrection but not before. But we are always faced with
cnemics who are organised to manouevre against every struggle of
the working class. Hardly a single strike takes place without
management—and often the state——trying to turn workers in one
place of work against workers elsewhere. Revolutionaries have to
try to provide a single, unified, ‘centralised’ response 1n such
situations. For, we know that if one group of workers returns to
work while others stay out, the whole struggle can be smashed.

The struggle for power brings out in the starkest detail the need
for centralisation. But it does not exhaust that need. Richard writes
as if the Bolsheviks needed centralism only “between July and
October’ 1917, when they were ‘concerned with the military
preparations for the seizure of power’. Really Richard. have you
not heard how in July they had to work, with a single, centrally
determined will, to prevent a premature attempt 10 SeiZze power.

(3} Centralism chiefly means hierarchy, ‘a massive coneentration
of authority’, ‘unbridled discipline, jumping to at a word’

The need for centralism flows out of the very character of the
class struggle itself-—of the way it is composed of battles, big and
small, In any battle it is an advantage to an army to operate in a
coordinated fashion, according to a single set of tactics.

All of us have experience of struggles where the most proficient
fighters do not operate in this way, where militants make decisions
of enormous importance in the heat of the moment without
consulting their fellow militants, where demagoegues arise who
make speeches demanding action without having given a thought as
to how the action is to be carried through, where no-one has
bathered to assess the overal! balance of forces or 1o seek out the
weaknesses in the enemies ranks, where at best militants come
together on an ad hoc basis, without any real knowledge of each
others strengths and weaknesses, 0 that requiring the utmost
reliability are given to those who are temperamentally unrehable
and decisions requiring the coolest head are taken by those most
easily carried away by events.

The party is necessary precisely to overcome these weknesses at
every level—to provide a pool of militants who have collectively
trained themselves to intervene, whether in a sectional strike or a
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fuli blooded insurrection, to discuss with each other what to do, to
assign tasks to one another on the basis of known abilities, to
provide at least the crude elernents of some centralised direction to
the struggle. Such an orgamised network of experienced
revolutionary socialists (often referred to as ‘cadres’) does not anse

out of thin air. It takes many years for a party to develop the
necessaty traditions of coordinated, collective effort: otherwise it 1s

alltoo easy in the heat of the struggle for members to forget the need
for a cool head, for scientific appraisal and, above all, for
coordination with the other members of the party,

So democratic ¢entralism 18 essential, not just as an abstract
national principle, but as the germ of party activity in each locality
or factory. But once you accept the need for coordination and
centralisation in this way, you also have to accept mechanisms to
make it efficacious. You cannot organise a veferendum of party
members every time you want to decide whether to spread a strike
or to respond to a racialist attack. The question is not whether there
I8 going to be a centralised response {or non-response}, but whether
this response is properly organised.

The selection by the party of those of its members who are best
able to take rapid decisions is, like the building of a tradition of
collective intervention, a process that takes many, many years. The
existing leadership has to be tested in struggle, its deficiences
discovered and corrected. Hence the importance of the democratic
component of demaocratic centralism: it provides the mechanism by
which the members discipline the leaders, feed the expenence of the
class struggle back into the centre of the party.

But none of this 15 possible unless leadership decisions are
implemented. Does there then have to be blind obedience by the
membership te every call from the leadership? There are all sorts of
incidents in the class struggle which are not of a vital nature, which
a centralised national leadership certainly cannot provide detailed
guidance about. Here the unit of decision making is the branch, the
workplace organisation of the party, or even the individual
militant, The leadesrship has to try 1o coordinate these decisions by
developing an overall theoretical and pelitical perspective among
the membership.

There are, however. many occasions on which the party has to
move very quickly, as a single force. Then the leadership has to be
able to demand immediate action from the membership and to be
judged on its performance after the ¢vent, without debate
beforchand. Otherwise the party reacts to ¢mergencies in a
disorganised way. The decisions of the leadership are not tested by
the practice of the party as a whole, and so there is no easy way to
tell whether the decisions were right or not.

(4) The real day to day activity of revolutionaries consists in
‘fostering and encouraging the self-confidence, self reliance, self
activity of those among whom they work’, not in executing
demands from the party centre.

This assumes that somehow ‘self activity' and ‘self confidence’
arise independently of struggles in which centralised direction is
necessary. But they do not. The ‘self activity’ of the working class
develops through a struggle against the enemy class. As part of this
‘self activity’ revolutionary workers haveto be able to suggest ways
of generahsing the struggle, tactics that can produce victory. They
can only do so successfully by suggesting tactics, by coffering
leadership, that fits in with the leadership offered by revolutionaries
active in other parts of the class. The question of coordinated
direction, of centrslised leadership, necessarily arises again.

The existence of a centralised revolutionary party does not,
therefore, form an obstacle to the self-activity of the masses—on
the contrary, the latter is incomplete without it.

(5) ‘Under conditions of an ebbing revolutionary wave
democratic centralist organisation has proved to be extremely
harmful . . . Once a monolithic party monopolises the loyality of
militants in a non-revolutionary situation, the construction of
global alternatives (ie of revolutionary parties) is a non-starter’

Here Richard simply confuses effeets with causes. [t is irue thatin
periods of defeat and demoralisation workers parties with centralist
notions have often declined into counter-revolutionary sects
(whether big of small), But many workers organisations with non-
centralist notions have historically undergone similar degenera-
tion. The cause of the degeneration lies in the period and the
politicat response of the party leaders to it, not in the organisational
form.

Again, once you have a party with mistaken views that
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‘menopelises the loyalty of workers’, it makes the creation of new
revolutionary parties very difficult, regardless of whether 1t 1s
formally centralised or not. One of the most graphicexamples of an
organisation leading the class to defeat was that of the anarcho-
syndicalist CNT in the Spain of the 1930s: its failure to see the need
to huild a workers state to wage the war against Franco left the
room open for the liberals, social democrats and Stalinists to
rebuild a bourgeois state structure that could only lose the war
against Franco, The libertarian notions of the CNT did not stop it
from ‘monopolising the loyalty’ of the most advanced workers.

For an existing revolutionary party, the answer to a dechnging
revolutionary wave is not to do away with the whole notion of
developing a leadership—-it is to develop a leadership that knows
how to retreat as well as how to advance.

(6) Democratic centralism leads to the party substituting itself for
the class

You don't have to be a democratic centralist to substitute
yourself for the class. Trade union bur¢aucrats, councillors, MPs,
do it every day. So do the proliferation of terrorist groups
throughout the world with their ‘proletarian justice’ without the
proletariat. So too do many ‘individual revolutionarnes’.

In the case of Russia, the democratic-centralist Bolshevik party
distirguished itself in the course of 1917 by its repeated refusal to
substitute itself for the class. The *non centralist’ Mensheviks were
prepared to go behind the backs of the workers to arrange
governmental coalitions, The ‘non-centralist” anarchists were
prepared to substitute their own adventures tor the mass action of
the class. It was the Bolsheviks who insisted to waiting until, very
late in the year, they had the majornity support of the workers,

The problem after 1917 was not that the democratic centralism of
the Bolsheviks led the party to substitute itself for the class—but
that the decimation of the working class in the course of the civil
war gave the party the crude choice between either substituting
itself for the class and resisting the whites or seeing the victory of
full blooded counter-revelution. As Trotsky noted, had that
happened the word for fascism would not be an ftalian word from
1922 but a Russian one from 1919,

Of course it is true that the Stalimists adopted the words
‘democratic centralism’ tc describe their bureaucratic dictatorship,
just as they took over the words *Communism’ and ‘Socialism’ to
describe state capitalism. But that dees not mean there was not
ancther model at work in the revolution itself: after all, even as late
as 1921 the platform of the workers opposition was printed 1n a
quarter of a million copies on the official party presses. No doubt
that is why one of the early oppositions in the party referred to itself
as the *‘democratic centralists”.

Incidentally, Richard is out of this world when he claims that the
‘Communist International was wrong when 1t affirmed at the
Second Congress (1920) “the importance of the Communist Party
does not dunurnush after the conquest of power by the working ¢lass,
but on the contrary grows enormously”. Here Richard 1s playing
with the ‘suicide’ view of the party, popular in semi-anarchist
‘council communist’ circles —the party is necessary to propagate a
regime of workers councils, but must dissolve itself once this comes
inte existence.

What the arguments forgets is that the victory of the workers in
one country is not the end of the struggle, but in many ways the
beginning. It will be greeted with hitter and violent internal and
external resistance, which will produce wavering away from the
revelution among the lower middle classes and the less militant
sections of workers, Orly the most determined, organised,
coordinated and centralised agitation by the advanced section of
the workers ---that is the most energetic activity of the revolutionary
party—can lead the rest to defend the revolution. To believe
otherwise is to substitute a pacifist dream for the reality of
revolution and civil war.

(7Y What matters is the correct politics and not the form of the
organisational structure

Richard justifies this claim by wnting, for example, that *no
organisational structure was capable of compensating for the
political inadequacy of the German left from 19{9 to 1923

Rarely have the facts of history been so inverted for the purpose
of argument. When the German revolution broke out in November
1918 the mast experienced leaders of the revolutionary left—Rosa
Luxemburg, Leo Jogiches, Karl Radek and Johannes Kniet—had a
very clear idea of what needed to be done. They all saw that 1t would

take some months of partial struggles, especially of economic
struggles, for the majority of workers to break with reformism and
to support & dictatorship of workers councils. In the meantime,
they inisisted, 1t would be folly for the revolutionary minority of the
class to try to seize power behind the backs of the rest.

Rosa Luxemburg's articles for these months are absolutely clear
on these matters. If the revolution went down to defeat it was not
through ‘inadequacy of politics’- -1t was because the politics of this
leadership was not tied to a coherent ‘organisational structure’,
There was not even the embryo of a party capable of transmitting
the politica) analyses of Rosa into the key sections of the class.
Indeed, such was the lack of a tradinon of coordinated
revolutionary activity that Karl Liekbnecht simply ignored the
decisions of the rest of the leadership of the newly formed party
and, in the heat of the moment, put his narme to a call for the forcible
overthrow of the Social Democratic government. The result was
that the most advanced layer of militants blundered into a
premature struggle for power, which led to the annhiliation of
much of the Communist leadership.

The tragedy in Gemany was that he democratic centralist party
was not buillt untill after the party had suffered major defeats and
until after many of its best leaders had heen murdered. Of course
orgamsation 1s useless without the correct politics. But correct
politics is impotent without organisation. To pretend otherwise i1s
to guarrantee in future a repetition of many of the massive deteats
of the past. Yet this 1s effectively Richard's conclusion.

Building a democratic and centralised revolutionary organisu-
tion is not an easy task. Our model cannot be the so-called *Marxist-
Leninism’ that was elaborated after Lenin's death by the new
bureaucratic rulers of Russia. We have to develop forms of
leadership that learn from the spontaneous struggles of workers,
generalising the lessons, and feeding themn back into the class. But
that also means that our model cannot be the existing ritualised
patters of bourgeois democracy. Few things are more stultifving for
debate in a revolutionary orgamsation that a ‘government-
opposition’ arrangement by which one section of the organisation
feels that it is compelled as a matter of principle to oppose the
elected leadership on every issue: this makes it extremely difficult
for ¢ither the leadership or the opposition to learn from the
concrete development of the class struggle.

Finally we have to remember that a small revolutionary
organisation ¢ertainly is not the embryo of a new society. Wedo not
exist as an 1sland of socahsm withun capitalism, but as a veluntary
organisation of militants whose task 15 to lead the class as a whole to
construct the new society. So the aim of internal democracy 1s not
to show “this is how things will wotk under socialism’, but 1o tie the
development of the party to the concrete experiences of its militants
in the workplaces.

But what then happens when the *democracy” of the party fails to
reflect the experiences of the most advanced sections of the class?
When the party members have become routinised and cut off from
new upsurges of spontancous struggles, or when they come trom
milicus which have no real contact with the factories? In such cases,
as Cliff argues in the first volume of his Lenin or as Trotsky argues
in his Lessons of October the party leadership cannot simply.sit
back and reflect the ‘democratic will’ of a party that iz lagging
behind the class. 1t has to campaign vigorously for the smdden‘taens
in the line of the party if necessary reaching to fovoes cutside the
party to pressurise the party members to shift their position. .~

This may not seem very ‘democratic’ to Richurd, '‘Bat- the
alternative is disastrous: it is to abandon the aim of ‘building:a
vanguard organisation that can lead the class to: power fortHoeasier
path of remaining a cozy. ‘democratic’ sect that coexists with the
systern. That is why the history of any scrious-.revolutionary
organisation-—whether in the time of Marx and Engels; in the time
of Luxemburg and Lenin, ot today, 15 not just a history of linear
growth from conference to conference, but also of ‘lurches’ in one
direction and then in another, and on occasions of splits and
gxpulsions.

[t 1s not possible to tell from his article whether Richard has given
up the perspective of building a revolutionary party for the casiet
opticn of friendiy, ‘democratic’, non-centralised discussion circles.
All he says i1s that ‘new organisational forms are urgently required’
without specifying what these are or how we are to get to them. But
it does look as if those of us who remember the succession of
massive defeats the working class has suffered because its most
militant elements were not united 1n a revolutionary party are going
to have to build without him.
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[ think I'm a socialist because I've got faith. [
now 1t sounds a cliche but [ have got faith
that people will open theireyes and see that
they possess the power to make their lives
better and create a society which doesn’t use.
us. A society where people are not scraping
and strugghng to live, where it's possible to
have human dignity, where we don't teel
inadequate because of who or what we are.

1 believe the system has to be turned
upside down and replaced. When | was
about eleven I was convinced that life was
beautiful, that everyone could be rich and
farnous and that people Just chose to be lazy
or poor. People still say that to me in
Arguments.

People at school have always called me 4
nutter but 1 now that they can't deny that a
lot of what [ talk is sense . The media labeius
extremist in our views, but then people who
want to create a better life have alwavs been
called extremist lefties, Just like the people
who defend themselves against a violent
system, like the freedom fighters in southern
Africa, are labelled ‘terrorists’. Like¢ the
unemployed marching and lobbying the
TUC because of the violent way they've been
treated, no jobs, having to live on nothing
and - being labetled -~ as failures and
SCTOWIIRErs.,, they: w:n": the onegs who were
caded voolent. -

1 eivdn’t Mupljl much attention to
ml:m -Pve more or less been
i i ialist household. It wasn'
'tiin‘ﬁldtcdrrii tg: mysel and the people

woaung ree; when. I actually saw it was the

systems: whick -creates racistn and hatred
between people. When [ saw the crummy,
mon-cxisient opportunitics being offered to
me and my mates at school. When [ saw and
felt the effects of things like demonstrations
and especially things like Rock Against
Racism. The musi¢c which 1 love so much is
fighting against the things I hate and for the
things that I believe in, it does mean a lot

when vou see people wearing that badge.1t.

means discusstons about ragism, the reasons,
the effects.
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Lewishan: showed me that it’s important
ta be united, [ was terrified but | left knowing
that people aren’t apatheticand are prepared
to stand up for themselves. 1suppose that s
the one and only advantage about fascism, it
unites everyone else to smash it and to realise
that there must be something wrong with the
system if fascism is siowly creeping 1n!

[ was a bit frightened at first that the
Socialist Workers Party was full of intellec-
tuals who were only interested in boosting
their egos by showing how much they know
about histrory, Russia etc., but*then I
realiged that the majority of members are
decent people who do give a stuft about
other people and who believe that enoughto
get off their bums and try to change society.

Things have changed in the two years that
I've been in the party, like at school, words
like ‘racism’, ‘sexism’ and ‘injustice” were
never really discussed, now they're a part of
our vocabulary. Kids do know that politics
1sn't just horing old slops on telty talking way
above our heads. Politics involves us; it
involves the fact that we're allowed to go to
school; the fact that we can eat cornflakes
every morning. It invelvesusin oureveryday
Iving.

Kids know that, they know that politics
involves them and they are opening their
eyes to the fact that it is a class struggle world
wide. not a race struggle, not a sex battle, not
a height battle but a class struggle.

We cant go on forever putting up with
these injustices sitting back and saying things
will never change. The capitalists are clever.
Fhey've created 2 system which profits from
racisim, sexism and ignorance. But their
ignorance is the fact that they think we're
blind and apathetic and that we'li never
unite.

It’s n their ignorance that our strength
l[ies.

As long as | believe that is as long as I'll
call myself a socialist. Polly Wilson

Polly Wilson is a schoclstudent in
Walthamstow



